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Digests of Recent Opinions 


CONFLICTS OF INTEREST — Ajover other realtors in seeking 
municipal tax assessor who has | clients to represent at such sales 
no control over and nothing to | is not relevant to the cause of ac- 
do with the fixing of the mini- | tion presented. This could in no 
mum price of or the proced-|way influence the bidding, and 
ures of selling municipal prop- | was not prejudicial to the public 
erty at public sale does not by | interest. 
virtue of his office have a con- | be advantageous as it might pro- 
flict of interest which bars|duce more bidders. He had no 
him from acting as a real es-| control over the sales or confir- 
tate broker in bidding at such | mation and his interest in bid- 
sales and buying such prop- | ding was the same as any other 
erty for his clients. }realtor. There was no evidence 

—Fact that assessor may have | Of any personal interest by Den- 
advance notice of public sales | nison in conflict with his duties 
of municipal realty does not|0f fairly valuing property for 
present such conflict of inter- | Purposes of taxation. 
est as to bar his participating | Nor was the Mayor guilty of 
in such sales as a licensed real | Such conduct as would taint the 
estate broker. matter because of conflict of in- 

—Fact that Mayor is brother- | terest or require his self disqual- 
in-law of high bidder at pub- | ification on the vote for con- 
lic sale does not present such | /‘™Mation of the sale. While he 
conflict of interest as to dis- | Might have a personal interest 
qualify him from voting on|i® his brother-in-law’s economic 
confirmation of the sale. welfare, there was no potential 


: ee for influencing the sale to his 
Digested from an opinion by} F 3 
Cafiero, J. S. C., rendered Dec. 6, brother-in-law. In voting to 




















If anything, it might | 


1961. Superior Court, Law Div. 
Calloway v. Wildwood Crest et als. | 
For plaintiff — Marvin D. Per- | 
skie (Perskie & Perskie, attys). | 
For defendants — Jonathan W. | 
Acton. 

Plaintiff seeks to have the sale | 
of certain Borough land declared | 
illegal and void and also to re- 
strain the Borough Assessor, | 
James Dennison, from partici- 
pating in future sales in his cap- | 
acity as a licensed real estate| 
broker. The action is based on 
alleged conflict of interest. 

It has been the custom of the 
Borough, pursuant to N.J.S. 40:60- | 
26 to pay real estate brokers a 
commission of 5% when they are 
successful bidders at public sale} 
of Borough land. 

Dennison, in addition to being 
the Borough assessor, is a lic- 
ensed real estate broker and is 
the brother-in-law of the Mayor | 
of the Borough. 

On August 28, 1961 Dennison 
participated in the sale of 2 lots 
by the Borough offered at public 
sale at a minimum of $1,000. He 
submitted the highest bid of $1,- 
300 on behalf of his clients, Mr. 
and Mrs. Barberi. The sale was 
later confirmed at a subsequent 
meeting of the Borough Commis- 
sioners. 

The regularity of the sale pro- 
cedure is not questioned. The 
evidence establishes that Den- 
nison in his capacity as assessor 
had nothing to do with the fixing 
of the minimum price of any 
property to be sold at public auc- 
tion, nor with the sale of such 
property, nor the confirmation | 
of any sale and that he did no- 
thing to prevent competitive bid- 
ding. However, because his of- 
fice as assessor was in the mun- 
icipal building, he was in a posi- 
tion to acquire advance notice of 
such sales and to have a longer 
period of time to look for possible 
clients to represent at such sales 


|of interest. 


confirm he in no way prejudiced 


| the public’s interest. He had no 


personal interest in the sale. The 
interest of Dennison as high bid- 
der was not adverse to that of 
the public and therefore the re- 


|lationship existing between the 


Mayor and Dennison was not 
such as would create a conflict 
The Mayor’s inter- 
est was so remote and contin- 


|gent as not to warrant disquali- 


fication. 
The relief sought is denied. 


U. S. Supreme Court 
Upholds Kansas Rule 
Restricting Practice 


Washington, D.C. (ACCN) — 
By a 6-2 decision, the U.S. Su- 
preme Court has upheld a rule 
of the Kansas Supreme Court 
that limits the Kansas practice 
rights of Kansas lawyers who 


'also practice in other states. 


The rule, adopted by the Kan- 
sas high court under an author- 
izing statute, forbids a Kansas 
attorney who regularly practices 
in another state as well as Kan- 
sas to appear in any Kansas 


court or administrative agency | 


unless a local Kansas “co-coun- 
sel” is associated with him. 
This rule raised a furor among 


Kansas lawyers who live in east | 


Kansas, just over the line from 
Kansas City, Mo., and who de- 
rive a large part of their income 


from practicing in the Missouri | 


metropolis. 

One of these attorneys, Keith 
Martin, was denied the right to 
prosecute a divorce case for a 


client in Kansas courts in 1959, | 


and brought the challenge of the 


| Kansas rule to the U.S. Supreme 
Court. Mr. Martin makes about 


half of his income as an attTor- 
ney from his practice in Missouri. 

The U.S. Supreme Court opin- 
ion consisted of an unsigned, one 
paragraph statement. The per 


curiam decision said that the 
court could not disregard the 
Kansas Supreme Court’s justifi- 
cation of the rule on the ground 
that it facilitated service of pro- 


Held: A conflict of interest 
question arises whenever there 
is an interference with or an 
overlapping of the duties and 
obligations owed by a public of-| 
ficer by virtue of his personal| cess and insured clients of having 
and private pursuits. The prob-|counsel familiar with Kansas 
lem is a complex one on the local | practice. 
level since many municipal of-| Chief Justice Earl Warren con- 
ficers hold other jobs and have/curred in the majority decision 
other interests in addition to| only and did not subscribe to the 
their public position. The ques-| opinion underlying it. 
tion is whether the officer, by Justices William O. Douglas 
reason of his personal interest is| and Hugo L. Black in a dissent- 
placed in a situation of tempta-|ing opinion, written by Justice 
tion to serve his own purposes to| Douglas, asserted that Atty. 
the prejudice of the public for| Martin should not come under 


whom he acts as an Official. 

The fact that Dennison, by| 
reason of his office as assessor, | 
might have a time advantage! 


| the rule because he was, in their 


view, familiar with Kansas prac- 
tice and available for service of 
process in Kansas. 
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Notice To The Bar ‘Compensability Of Heart Disease— 
Legal Aspects 


During the Christmas recess, 
December 23, 1961 to January 1, 
|1962, inclusive, the following 
|judges have been designated as 
the Superior Court judges on 
|duty for the purpose of hearing 
|emergent matters arising in the 
counties indicated: 

For the northern portion of 
ithe State comprising the coun- 
ities of Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
Hunterdon, Middlesex, Morris, 
Passaic, Somerset, Sussex, Union 
}and Warren, Judge Donald M. 
Waesche will be available either 
at his chambers in the Court 
House, Hackensack (telephone 
| Diamond 2-2200) or at his home 
| (telephone Teaneck 6-0036). 
For the southern portion of 
ithe State comprising the coun- 
ties of Atlantic, Burlington, Cam- 
iden, Cape May, Cumberland, 
|Gloucester, Mercer, Monmouth, 
| Ocean and Salem, Judge William 
R.J. Burton will be available 
either at his chambers in the 
| Court House, Camden (telephone 
Woodlawn 4-8700) or at his home 
(telephone Ulysses 8-0906). 

Edward B. McConnell 
Administrative Director 
of the Courts 


Opinions Approved For 
Publication 
| ee 


December 5 to December 11, 1961 
| NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed 
| below are sent to each county law 
| library. Any member of the bar may 
| secure a copy of the opinion in any 
| particular case, without charge, by 
writing to the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court, State House Annex, Trenton. 
SUPREME COURT 
| Appeals 
| Bechler v. Parsekian et al (A-23, 
| decided December 11, 1961) 
| Dismissed petition attacking 
| Division of Motor Vehicles’ driv- 
|ers’ reexamination policies and 
regulation. However, order of re- 
vocation against this plaintiff is 
| reversed, because the order was 
not preceded by any hearing or 
by any notice fixing the time and 
| place for a hearing at which he 
| could show cause why his license 
should not be revoked, with di- 
rection that any further revoca- 
tion proceedings against him 
shall conform with principles ex- 
pressed in this opinion. Plain- 
tiff, 62 years of age at time of 
reportable accident, had origin- 
ally been subjected by Div. to 
iprovision of reexamination, 
which he refused, because of be- 
ing over 60 at time of accident, 
| but with change in Div’s reex- 
'amination program his “driving 
record” was inade the ground. 
By virtue of R.S. 39:3-10, 39:3-11, 
and 39:5-30 Director must have 
and exercise adequate powers of 
reexamination as well as exam- 
ination, and the validity of the 
|reexamination program in itself 
lis upheld. 
| State v. Moffa (A-20, decided De- 
| cember 5, 1961) 
|} Full digest on page 2. 
| Petitions for Certification 
| Granted — None 


SUPERIOR COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
| Hartnack v. Hartnack (App. Div., 
A—358-60, decided December 6, 
1961) 

Dismissed appeal filed by plain- 
tiff’s attorneys from Chan. Div. 
order denying plaintiff wife’s mo- 
tion to amend a judgment so as 
to increase support allowance for 
minor child, in their own inter-- 
est, despite their client’s aban- 
donment of the appeal, in an en- 
deavor to reverse trial court’s re- 
fusal to grant plaintiff’s applica- 
tion for counsel fees and costs 
and to direct their payment by 








(Continued on page 12, col. 1) 








By Benjamin Marcus* 

Five years ago in Charleston, 
South Carolina, my friend Mr. 
Summerfield and I discussed this 
problem of compensability in 
heart disease and heart injury 
cases before the administrators 
of the workmen’s compensation 
laws of the United States and 
Canada. Today, again, we pre- 
sent our respective views, as be- 
fore, conditioned by our respec- 
tive roles in advocating the rights 
of an industrial society and its 
members in the litigious field of 
workmen’s compensation. 

At that time, either a previous- 
ly unsuspected gift of prophecy 
or my inherent faith in the ad- 
ministrative and judicial process, 
convinced me that we could ex- 
pect decisional progress in heart 





Census Shows Decline In 
Individual Practitioners 


disease cases and others toward 
the uncomplicated and logical 
proposition, that all disabilities 
and deaths causally contributed 
to by the occupational hazards of 
the employment should be fully 
compensated. In that former 
treatise, I made particular refer- 
ence to the development of the 
law of compensable liability in 
this great State of New Jersey, 
hoping then for it, as I had pre- 
viously hoped for my own State 
of Michigan, that your state 
would sweep the cobwebs of con- 
fusion from a law intended to be 
simple in meaning and admin- 
istration, extensive in scope, and 
certain as to benefits. 
In 1958, Arthur Larson said: 
“Of course, legislation is only 
part of the process of ameli- 
oration. Judicial decision con- 
tributes a large part toward 
helping the acts carry out 
their real purpose with increas- 
ing effectiveness. It is gratify- 


Chicago (ACCN) — One of the 
trends shown by the recent tri- 
ennial census of lawyers compiled 
by Martindale-Hubbell, Inc. is a 
continuing decline in the num- 
ber of lawyers practising alone. 
This traditional prototype of the 
American lawyer, once so com- 
mon, appears to be going the way 
of other small business and pro- 


ing to watch the steady round- 
ing-out of case law on such is- 
sues as the aggressor defense, 
hotel-fire injuries, heart at- 
tacks caused by normal exer- 
tion, and dozens of other simi- 
lar developing doctrines. Now 
and then, in place of this meas- 
ured advance, we see a display 
of dazzling decisional progress 





fessional entrepreneurs in an} -—as in the case of Michigan 
age of increasing bigness and| recently? (bold face supplied) 
specialization. May I now paraphrase this last 


The number of “solo” practi-| clause to include New Jersey with 
tioners of the law in the United | Michigan. 
States in the last three years} [I do not wish to be misunder- 
showed a 5,478 decrease, the Mar-| stood or misquoted—or that pro- 
tindale-Hubbell figures disclose.| fessor Larson be—. Let me repeat 
This was about the same rate | the phrase “helping the acts 
of decline revealed by the 1958! carry out their real purpose with 
census as compared with that of | increasing effectiveness.” Neither 
1955. | state has advanced beyond any 
For the legal profession as a|frontier of reason or justice. 
whole, the total number of all|Similar decisional progress is 
lawyers shows a 23,683 gain over | likewise being made or has been 
the 1958 count, to reach 285,003.) made in the majority of the other 
The statistics have been turn-| jurisdictions. 
ed over to the American Bar | This apparently new develop- 
Foundation for analysis. |ment in American law really re- 
——— | presents a return to the earlier 
New Laws |English case law, which we in 
| this country first followed in our 
Governor Meyner has signed | earlier compensation decisions. 
the following bills: | Our own compensation acts were 
S-252, Chapter 111, November |J@rgely modeled upon the Eng- 
28. Permits Superior Court Judg- | /452 compensation law and the 
es in counties of more than interpretations thereof were 
390,000 inhabitants to assign| largely followed for obvious rea- 
county district court judges to sons. The English cases which 
hold county courts. were especially influential in 
| molding American law were Fen- 
S.161 w/Gov. rec. Chapter 112, ton v. Thorley, (1903)?, and 
November 28. Authorizes an In| Hughes . Clover Clayton (1910)*. 
Rem Tax Foreclosure to cure! Both cases explored fully and re- 
irregularities in the conduct of! <oiveq in satisfactory fashion the 
municipal tax sale certificate) 5 .cigental injury versus personal 
foreclosure proceedings. linjury problem. The logic and 
S-227 w/Gov. rec. Chapter 115,| the result of these cases had our 
November 29. Amends Chap. 9) courts started on the right track. 
P.L. 1961 (tax exemption—$5,000| ynically, the Michigan Court 
—age 65) to provide that income) j, 1916 accepted the broad con- 
shall be considered the joint in-| cent of personal injury in the 
come of husband and wife. ‘case of LaVeck v. Parke Davis 
A-705 Chapter 118, November | (1916)*, citing with approval the 


29. Extends from 1961 through 
1962 the protection afforded as- 
sessors from civil suit or removal 
from office in making assess- 
ments. 

A-666. Chapter 120, November 
30. Provides for the establish- 
ment of a Uniform Commercial 
Code. 

A-667 Chapter 121, November 
30. Revises part of the statute 


authority of both Fenton and 
Huges. 

Soon thereafter, the erosion of 
these concepts of liability for in- 
juries, cardiac as well as other 
types, commenced. Case by case 
the definition of personal injury 
was narrowed, an inevitable con- 
sequence of the unilateral advo- 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 





law in connection with the en- 
actment of the proposed Uniform 
Commercial Code under Chapter 
120. 

A-668 Chapter 122, November 
30. Companion law to Chapter 
120. Makes several amendments 


*Co-Founder and Past President. National 
Association of Claimants’ Counsel of America. 
Paper delivered at the Third Annual Gover- 
nor’s Conference on Workmen’s Compensation, 
Newark, N. J.. December 6, 1961. 

1. Bulletin 192, United States Department 
of Labor, IAIABC proceeding—1956, Panel— 


Legal Aspects In Determining Responsibility 
in Heart Cases, 7 86-108. 
2. Ohio State Law Journal, Vol 19.Autumn 


1958, No. 4. p. 539 





3. Fenton v. Thorley, (1903) HC 443. 

4. Hughes vy. lover Clayton, 2 BW ©.C. 
15 AC 24: (1919) 

5. LaVeck v. Parke Davis Company, 190 
Mich. 604 (1916). 


to the law regulating the pur- 
chase, sale and transfer of motor 
vehicles. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS one charged with perjury before|exemption from such a charge} Poor Man's Tax Court 
a grand jury has been granted|and (3) the rents chargeable by To Open Soon 
CRIMINAL LAW — DISCOVERY | tion of the testimony of Blevins} pretrial inspection of his testi-| the Housing Authority to its ten- P 
—A defendant charged with| alleged to be false. Defendant| mony by the federal courts. Stilljants are limited by statute to In Oregon 
7 y 
subornation of perjury before| sought pretrial inspection of (1) | more evident is the need of the| fixed percentages and the im- gen aa . 
a Grand Jury is entitled to pre- | the balance of Blevins’ testimony | alleged suborner since he was| position of the charges sought} Salem, Ore. (ACCN)—A court 
trial inspection of all of the|before the Grand Jury and (2) | not present when the offense was| would make it impossible for this;U2ique in American judicial 
testimony given before the|statements given by Blevins to| allegedly committed and cannot|defendant to comply with the| history will open its doors for 
Grand Jury by the witness al-|the prosecutor. The trial court|know what issues an inspection | statute limiting rents. The Hous- | >uSiness in Oregon next month t 
legedly suborned. granted the first request and| might reveal until he has had it.| ing Authority, in addition, filed a when Judge Peter Gunnar takes : 
—While R.R. 3:5-11 bars pretrial| denied the second. The state ob-| A defendant cannot be con-| third party complaint against|the bench and prepares to set 7 
inspection of statements ob-|tained leave to appeal and the| fined to so much of the scene as|the City for indemnification in| Ut 0n what will be regular — 
tained by the prosecution from | Supreme Court certified the case| the State believes to be relevant.| the event it is held liable to cuit-riding tours of Oregon's 36 I 
a witness, testimony given by| while it was pending before the|And if there is no outweighing| plaintiff for the charges. counties. ; Sul 
the witness before the Grand} Appellate Division. cause, he should have the view| The plaintiff Authority was ‘ — prying oe ee ss 
mtg gel _ The State contends the grand anager yannty ee eee — " yPmege xges = ee the wala tule ps is see esta J : d 
egedly committed ime crime} jury testimony of Blevins is a m ; or the treatment of| ax Court. The court itself is thé Dv 
charged is not within this pro-| statement of a witness and hence Here there is ample reason for! sewage, following a 1935 Tri- i 
hibition as it is part of the| not within R.R. 3:5-11 and that| Pretrial imspection and none to| State Compact for the elimina- a — ‘oe “9 -_ I : 
scene of the crime itself. the order should in any event} 2@"Y it. tion of pollution of navigable |COUN TY, a thous — — ~- 
—A defendant cannot be confined| not have been granted because| 45 t© the secrecy policy, it was| waters in the area. The defend- a ORS ah Oe Se oe ~ ~~ 
to so much of the scene of the! of the policy favoring secr ¢|resolved when the prosecution| ant Authority was created pur- [cagalllvninggieleeciadty yoru i 
crime as the State believes to} grand jury rts Sats ee was started. The State thereby|suant to NJ.S. 55:14A-1 et seq sane a moreover, in having lot 
be relevant, and is entitled to a| 3-3-7. > Sl lifted the veil and it may not| and in 1939 and 1950 entered into aint ig eg A _ — - 
full view before trial unless} 44). : . now limit the trial to a glimpse | cooperation agreements with the ae SER ENE OY eeemens Ineeired — 
é ws eld: R.R. 3:5-11 provides that : : Pig: in disputes with the Oregon state ice 
there is outweighing cause upon motion by the defendant of what happened. It has long|City of Jersey City, which are tax laws, and a small claims a j 
; b : ’ s 2 
contra. after indictment, the court shall een our rule that grand jury/| the agreements mentioned in the division to hear similar cases in- in 
—The policy favoring secrecy Of|order the prosecutor to permit proceedings may be disclosed if} first defense. It antedates the volving small amounts of money ole 
Grand Jury proceedings does] the defendant to inspect desig- nog requires. Such is the gordi ye rovides|,,.2h¢, Small claims division is Co 
not bar disclosure of such pro-| nated books or documents other| “the state cites seiteieie 4c oo in limited to citizens who have a th 
ceedings where justice so re-| than written statements made by| ys, 360 U.S. 395, wherein the| Authority “shall be exempt from |S! income tax bill of $250 or “ 
quires, as where the State it-| the defendant obtained from or| court agreed in principle that| all ease sald special eri ee eS Nene Se ae Beals 
a <n belonging to him, and may if the testimony of a witness given be-| of the State or any political sub- eee et See eee a 
ae a oe eis by ae of justice require, order | fore the Grand Jury could be had | division thereof Ka The Sewer gp Mpa ding vicclironarandgnd - 
ige € prosecutor to permit in- but the majority hel : el; ~!sion without a lawyer, and his det 
ar, C.J. rendered Dec. 5,/spection of written statements near had xy a cee peli gpeinensnd Bin ip en Pi Sante ten aepenens, saaete Sing lot 
196:. Supreme Court. State v-| made by the defendant and des- had failed to establish his “par-|the treatment of sewage pee an Dating 1608, Wil he 75-76. th 
Moffa, For the State — Norman! ignated books or documents ob-|ticularized need” therefor while | on water consumption a slat | ee ee es = 
Heine, Pros. (Stephen M. Gretz-| tained from others except writ-| the minority felt it was evident.| factors. The pc shoe mai, eee os 
kowski, Jr., Asst. Pros. on the] ten statements or confessions. niet tink, anelaiens eek ick “_- seo in ae eon Prin the tax court’s regular division wa 
brief). For respondent — Joseph] In State v. Johnson it was held curt tne Make bers. ‘Wes ae} tae ees sen full | C22_be appealed to the Oregon th: 
igen aera illiaisciiai aN this rule bars inspection of| senters in that case cited, with-| power over is use pate disposi —— Tae Coast = 
selli, attys). statements obtained by the pros- | _ , ' 3 9 e Oregon Tax Court will col 
suborning one Blevins to testify] grand jury testimony of Blevins nae ia a aor iar tigen gia ta ear a ra Bg Circuit Courts. These are courts th 
falsely before the Grand Jury./is not a statement of a witness] with periury before a ceo h ys y taxation. €! of general jurisdiction occupying as 
The indictment quotes the por-| within the rule. The testimony | ys, the fraction oa mt “of | i ars on = oe See = 
crime ast ontains his alleged|the grand jury testimony of a| pose of general revenue nor one|state Supreme Court, " 
seeks is, fi acasinaty. a ye witness, the “particularized need”| by the local body for special! ‘The tax court was established 
now tee porate re tine 6 Y, & View O!! of the defendant to see if any-| benefit to the property, but a by the 1961 Oregon legislature. rei 
To maintain gece inst thing else bears upon what is| charge imposed by an independ- | tis judge will be expected to ride = 
3 0 d Case against) used would seem clear enough. | ent corporate agency for its ser- iat ¢ 1 bh a 
— efendant, the State must prove}  arirmed vices to pay its own private debts. | > oe ee eee eee +s 
4 0 LEGAL Blevins swore falsely. Thus de- —_________ The pesca is ie to not a 8S es oe = 
FOR fendant stands in the shoes of | TAXATION — MUNICIPAL LAW | ¢,5 nor in the nature thereof, nor| is not obligated to furnish such on 
per annum Blevins with respect to so much| —A charge by an independent | , special assessment, within the|service to defendant without = 
ALL of the indictment as alleges Sewerage Authority under N.J. meaning of NJ.S 55 °14A-20 but | charge 
TRUST Blevins swore falsely. If Blevins| S. 40:14A-8 for sewage treat- a tec for a aervice. and in ence Moreover. the Sewerage Au- ta 
compounded were the defendant, his right to} ment is neither a tax nor a thi é : : 7 : fit 
. : ‘ : i : not within the exemption con-| thority, not being a subordinate 
quarterly FUNDS pretrial inspection of his testi- special assessment, but a ser- ferred by said statute municipal agency, has full pow- co 
Sigal agerig? clear. In Johnson} vice charge, and hence not) tnder the agreements between|er to sue and collect from the mes 
it was he that a defendant} within the exemption granted : ens : a “ages as 
Funds Insured up to $10,000 should have pretrial inspection| to Housing Authorities by N.J. ~~ a | ee 6 ee lie 
by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality ‘iP tin eemieinees 32 be ds it} S. 55A:15-14A City agreed to furnish to defend- | defendant, for the use of its ser- én 
Transactions may be handled by mail : —— ee eee pple ant (1) the public services and | vices. 
‘ to prepare for trial, unless the|—An agreement by a municipal-/ facilities then being furnished| Under NJ.S. 55:14A-8 defend- 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage State shows such disclosure ity to furnish the public ser- by the City without charge to/ant is obligated to fix its rentals th 
Your account or inquiry invited would hamper the prosecution.| vices and facilities furnished | other dwellings and inhabitants,|at no higher rates than it shall ie 
There is no such showing here. without charge to other dwell- | including sewer and water sys-| find necessary to meet the cost 
And there is even more reason to ings and inhabitants does not | =A i ini ing 
ik: aes ner to th : |tems and, (2) such additional|of maintaining and operating 
scien reagan tag ate <a a ee ae treatment) services and facilities as might|the projects. An increase in the 
SAVINGS and Loan Assn. eed lg “seine urnished by an independent}. thereafter furnished without] expenses, such as the charge 
committed a crime, to the end sewerage authority at a charge ee i i se 
40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2, N. 4. 1] trot yj 1 wets rivige™ charge to other dwellings and/| here involved, will tend to cause 
Mitchell 3-0260 = a a oo. ° ae od wun Nis ccs inhabitants. The service of sew-| an increase in rentals, but to im- 
Philip Klein, President J] ene criminal event did occur an | — While N-J-S. 55: 144-8 limits the) age treatment was not being|pose this additional burden on 
the light of everything said. So,| rents chargeable by a Housing| ty rnished by the City when the|the other citizens of the com- 
| Authority to that necessary to| parties entered into the agree-| munity was neither the legisla- 
| Fj e ; p * ¢ cone ene pe age segs 0 5 —. nae ee oe — fur- ~ intent ee She intent oe = 
= + 4! nished without charge to any|City in executing the coopera- 
inanciad rin ers | = ee ee other dwellings or inhabitants| tion agreements. 
S j ; z | i ity. i h fendant is therefore 
_ SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents || rents is no basis for placing | the rps — — Bing Poesy — ome or ae 
| required for filing and registration with the || the burden thereof on the other |< s org the Gite wae aotand | City f f any li Sit 
Securities and Exchange Commission | or a ment and the City was not and! City free of any liabuity. 
| 2 
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| Pindar, 
|| 1961. 
|| Sewerage Authority v. Housing | 


Digested from an opinion by 


J.S.C. rendered Dec. 6, 


Superior Court. Law Div. 


| Authority v. Jersey City. For 


| | defendant Housing Authority — 
| Harry Indursky. For the City — 


|T. James Tumulty. 
| Plaintiff seeks to recover ser- 


| plaintiff — Francis X. Fahy. For | 


DEPOSITIONS - NORTHERN NEW JERSEY 


may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
use of our hearing room. Parking nearby. 


| NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
| 210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 


NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 


A MEMBER OF FIREMEN'S FUND INSURANCE GROUP 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


520 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MArket 4-0950 


| vice charges for the treatment of | 
|sewage for the defendant Hous- | 
|ing Authority. The amount of| 
the charge is not in dispute. The | 
Authority contends it is not lia- 
ble for such charges because (1) | 
the City agreed to furnish such | 
————— services without charge to the} 

Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable || Authority and plaintiff as an} 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States || agent of the City is bound by this | 


HUbbard 9-1144 Leonard W. Meyer 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





CREDITORS’ RIGHTS — A cred- 
itor without notice who se- 
cures and dockets a judgment 


against an assignor for the) 
| Since Kantor did not issue execu- 


benefit of creditors before the 
assignment is recorded obtains 


a valid lien upon the realty of | 
the assignor though the judg- 


ment is subsequent to the as- 

signment. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Sullivan, J.A.D. rendered Dec. 7, 
1961. Appellate Div. In re Ridge 


of creditors pursuant te NJS. 
2A:19-14 has the status of a 
judgment creditor who has levied 
under his judgment, and that 


tion on his judgment and make a 
levy on the lots prior to the re- 
cording of the deed of assign- 
ment, his lien is inferior to the 


| assignee’s title. 


Estates. For creditor — Melville | 
J. Berlow. For assignee — Harry 
Dvorken. 


On Oct. 22, 1959, Ridge Estates, 
Ine., 
ment for the benefit of creditors 
conveying to the assignee two 
lots, which were the assignor’s 
sole asset. On Oct. 26, 1959, Law- 


executed a deed of assign- | 


N.J.S. 2A:19-14 however does 
not give the assignee the broad 
status claimed. It does no more 
than provide that ‘“‘The assignee 

. Shall have the same power 
to set aside conveyances and to 
recover or reach assets for the 
benefit of the creditors as a 


| creditor would have who was the 


rence Kantor, Inc., without not-| 


ice of the assignment, 


recovered | 


a judgment against the assignor | 
in the District Court and dock- | 


eted same immediately 
the aforesaid deed of assignment 
was recorded. 

Thereafter the assignee com- 
menced the instant proceeding 
to have the Kantor judgment 
declared void as a lien on the 
lots. The trial court held that 
the execution and delivery of 
the deed of assignment, even 
though not recorded forthwith, 
was effective to convey title so 
that no property right remained 
in the assignor which could be- 
come the subject of a judgment 
lien. It accordingly ordered that 
the judgment be declared void 
as a lien on the lots, the judg- 
ment to be a general unsecured 
claim. The creditor appeals. 

Held: What is here involved is 
real estate, title to which is sub- 
ject to our recording act, N.J.S.A. 
46:22-1. Said act provides that 
“Every deed... shall, until duly 
recorded ... be void and of no 
effect against subsequent judg- 
ment creditors without notice. .” 

Accordingly, a deed of real es- 
tate to an assignee for the bene- 
fit of creditors, until it is re- 
corded, is void as against a sub- 
sequent judgment creditor of the 
assignor without notice. The 
lien of appellant’s judgment 
should not have been voided. 

The assignee contends further 
that an assignee for the benefit 


in the} 
County Court. On Oct. 30, 1959] 





holder of a judgment and levy 
against the assignor and his 


property at the date of the as-| 


signment.” 

Reversed with costs. 

APPEAL — Where a new trial is 
ordered and leave to appeal 
denied, the objector may pre- 
sent his claims of error therein 
on appeal from the final judg- 
ment after the retrial. 

NEW TRIAL — The trial court 
may properly grant a new trial 
when it is convinced or has 
grave doubts that its charge 
may have misled the jury or 
that there was error therein 
which may have misled the 
jury, and such action will not 
be disturbed unless it clearly 
appears there was a manifest 
denial of justice. 

TRIAL — AMENDMENT — Un- 
der R.R, 4:15-2 trial court may 
properly condition leave to 
amend pretrial order and 
pleadings to admit evidence not 
within the issues framed there- 
in on postponement of the trial 
to permit defense thereto on 
the merits. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Goldman, S.J.A.D. rendered Dec. 
6, 1961. App. Div. Barr v. Francks 
et al. For appellant — Martin L. 
Haines (Dimon, Haines & Bunt- 
ing, attys). For respondents — 
Samuel P. Orlando (Charles A. 
Cohen, on the brief). 

Plaintiff appeals from an or- 
der granting a new trial after 
the first trial, from the judgment 


}in the second trial, and from de- 


nial of her motion for a new 
third trial. 
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Plaintiff sued for injuries to 
| herself and to her husband, re- 
sulting in his death, sustained in 
an automobile collision. Plain- 
| tiff’s car was struck head on by 
|the car of defendant Francks, 
| which suddenly swerved into the 





{lane in which the Barrs were 
traveling. According to Francks 
he was forced into the wrong 





lane by the trailer truck of de- 





fendant Uddo & Taorvima which 
pulled out into his lane, without 
lights on, and that he could not 
go to the right of the trailer as 
there was another trailer parked 
on the side of the road. The 
trucking company claimed both 
| trailers were lawfully parked on 
| the side of the road and that the 
| trailer Francks saw had its lights 
on. 

The defendants cross claimed 
against each other for contribu- 
| tion. 
| The first trial resulted in a ver- 
|dict of $29,562 against both 


|Francks and the trucking com- 
|pany. The trial judge granted 
the trucking company’s motion 
| for new trial as to all issues, on 
the ground he was dissatisfied 
|with his own charge. Plaintiff 
moved leave to appeal the 
granting of the new trial. The 
motion was denied. 

Plaintiff then amended her 
complaint to add Bailey, driver 
of the trailer, as a defendant. 
After additional proceedings and 
a supplemental pretrial order 
the case came on for trial before 
another judge. Before any wit- 
nesses were heard, it was made 
clear that plaintiff would argue 
that Bailey was fatigued from 
long driving. Defendant object- 
ed that fatigue of Bailey was not 
mentioned in the pretrial order 
or complaint as a basis of the 
claim. The question of amend- 
ment then arose and the court 
ruled that if he permitted the is- 
sue to be raised, he would also 
permit defendants to have an op- 
portunity to meet it by postpon- 
ing the trial. Plaintiff’s counsel 
elected to proceed with the trial. 
Plaintiff now claims this was 














error. 

At the conclusion of the trial 
land after the judge had deliv- 
ered his main charge, the ques- 
tion of cross-claim by 
Francks against the other de- 





fendants out of the pres- 
ence of the jury. Francks’ coun- 
sel stated he was willing to have 
the cross-claim eliminated to 
|avoid misconception by the jury. 
| When the jury returned, the trial 
| judge delivered additional in- 
structions including that Francks 
had in effect withdrawn his 
cross-claim and it was not to be 
considered by them but that he 
continues to maintain all his de- 
fenses as they apply to himself 
and the other defendants. Plain- 
tiff claim 1is was plain error. 

The second trial resulted in a 
verdict of $69,903 against Francks 
only. 

Held: Defendants challenge 
plaintiff’s right to appeal from 
the order granting the new trial 
contending the verdict and judg- 
ment on the second trial super- 
|seded the first trial and its re- 
sults in toto so that nothing re- 
mains on which to base an ap- 


arose, 









peal. he court does not agree. 
Denial of the application for 
leave to appeal left plaintiff’s 


contentions as to the impropriety 
in the order for new trial unre- 
solved until after retrial and final 
judgment. Simple justice re- 
quires that on her appeal from 
that final judgment, she be per- 
mitted to present all errors 
claimed to inhere in the action 
and not previously appealable as 
of right. 

In the charge at the first trial, 
the judge defined “negligence” 
and “proximate cause” but never 
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‘The Junior Section of the New 
Jersey State Bar Association will 
hold its next meeting on Tues- 
day, December 19, at 8:00 P.M. 
at the Essex County Court House 
in Newark, it was announced to- 
day. 

The meeting will primarily be 








charged that to find liability it 
was necessary that the jury find 
that the negligence of the de- 
fendant was the or a proximate 
cause of the accident. The prob- 
lem of causation and its limita- 
tions on liability were omitted 
from the charge entirely. De- 
fendant’s counsel had pointed 
out and objected to this defic- 
iency in the charge immediately 
after it was given and before 
the jury retired to consider its 
verdict. 

Under the circumstances the 
trial judge did not act arbitrarily 
or abuse judicial discretion in 
granting a new trial as to all 
issues. Trial judges may set aside 
verdicts when they are convinced 
or have a grave doubt that their 
charge may have misled the jury, 
or when they have made an 
error leading them to conclude 
the verdict was the result of mis- 
take, passion, or prejudice, and 
their action in so doing will not 
be disturbed unless it clearly ap- 
pears there was a manifest denial 
of justice. 

As to the issue of fatigue, the 
trial court properly conditioned 
leave to amend the pretrial order 
on terms, to wit, postponement of 
the trial. Such procedure is e::- 
pressly authorized by R. R. 4:15-2 
it evidence not within the issues 
made in the pleadings and pre- 
trial order is offered and objected 
to and the court is satisfied the 
admission of the evidence would 
prejudice the objector in his 
action or defense on the merits. 

As to the withdrawal of the 
cross-claim, plaintiff made no 
objection to that course nor to 
the charge thereon, and the 
charge was clear. There is no 
sufficient basis for finding plain 
error. 

Affirmed. 





Junior Section Meeting 


for the purpose of formulating 
plans of the Section for the com- 
ing year, with emphasis upon the 
Section’s continued efforts to 
move the Plan for Defense of 
Indigent Defendants through the 
Legislature; the establishment 
of a lawyer placement program 
for young lawyers and law stu- 
dents interested in securing posi- 
tions either in private practice, 
government service, industry or 
the like; and the development of 
a proposed series of programs 
geared especially to young law- 
yers and law students on “How 
to do it” matters, such as “How 
to Prepare and Try a Workmen’s 
Compensation Case” and the like. 

Officers of the Section are: 
Stephen J. Foley, Chairman; 
Michael N. Kouvatas, Vice Chair- 
man; Patrick J. McGahn, Jr., 
Secretary; and Stephen N. Mas- 
kaleris, Trustee, who will be 
available both before and after 
the meeting to meet with those 
present to discuss the program 
and answer any questions. 
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THE UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE 


Perhaps the most interesting development in the law of New 
Jersey in 1961 is the enactment of the Uniform Commercial Code, 
to take effect January 1, 1963. Whatever may be the respective 
merits of the common law and the civil codes in the rendition of 
justice in other areas of law, we have all come to realize that it 
is quite inefficient for modern commerce, extending, as it does, 
from one state to another, to be confronted with different laws in 
each state. More than that, a code provides a measure of certainty 
in the law and, as a result, some reduction in litigation; and it 
has come to be generally accepted that these are matters of rela- 
tively greater importance in the field of business than they are 
in certain other fields where most of us would prefer the flexibility 
given to us by the common law. 


Hence there has been little opposition by the American lawyer 
to the Uniform Acts with respect to Negotiable Instruments, Sales 
of Goods, Bills of Lading, Warehouse Receipts, Stock Transfers 
and Conditional Sales. These six acts were passed in New Jersey 
42 to 59 years ago. They now require considerable overhauling, 
and moreover the nature of our commerce has so changed in the 
last 50 years as to expose large gaps in related fields of the law. 
Furthermore, the Uniform Commissioners were confronted with 
the fact that it took many years for the old acts to be adopted by 
a substantial number of states and thus to give any measure of 
uniformity to the law of the nation. For all these reasons the 
Uniform Commissioners in 1942 undertook to prepare a single 
comprehensive act, the Uniform Commercial Code. 


Fourteen states have now adopted it, including Pennsylvania 
and Massachusetts (though Massachusetts unfortunately made 
numerous amendments to it). The code, as printed for the New 
Jersey Assembly (without annotations), is 222 pages long and 
contains ten chapters. Chapter 2 deals with Sales. The theoretical 
concept of title, to which the parties to a sales transaction rarely, 
if ever, give any thought and which determined many of their 
respective rights under the common law and the Uniform Sales 
Act, has been largely supplanted, leaving the matter of risk of 
loss, liability for price and the place and time for measuring dam- 
ages now to be determined by more practical considerations. Fur- 
thermore, merchants are held to a higher standard of good faith 
than formerly. 

Chapter 3 is a stream-lined Negotiable Instruments Law. 
Chapter 4 deals with bank deposits and collections, replacing sub- 
stantial portions of the Banking Act of 1948. Chapter 5 covers 
Letters of Credit involved in overseas trade. Chapter 6 supplants 
our Bulk Sales Act, serving, among other things, to provide further 
protection for the creditor, giving him more time to act and more 
knowledge upon which to act. In Chapter 7 is found a revision 
of the Uniform Warehouse Receipts and Uniform Bills of Lading 
Act, and Chapter 8 treats of stocks, bonds and investment securi- 
ties, supplanting the Uniform Stock Transfer Act. 

The most complex portion of the code is Chapter 9, entitled 
“Secured Transactions; Sales of Accounts, Contract Rights and 
Chattel Paper.” In this chapter all present personal property 
security devices, including chattel mortgages, conditional sales, 
trust receipts, factors’ liens and pledges, are supplanted by a 
“security interest”. However, the Landlord’s Lien, Mechanic’s Lien, 
Garage Keeper’s Lien and certain other statutory and common 
law liens are continued. 

By way of annotations to the Commercial Code, the New Jersey 
Commission on the Code has furnished the bar with a very valu- 
able study on the pertinent New Jersey law, which has been ac- 
claimed by the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform 
State Laws as “the most thorough comparative study of the code 
which any state has produced.” Credit is due to many persons for 
this work. But the bar is especially indebted to Professor Clarence 
Clyde Ferguson, Jr. of Rutgers Law School who did the study of 
Chapter 9, to Professor William D. Hawkland of Rutgers’ Law 
School until June, 1960, who did the work on Chapters 1 to 7 and 
10, and to Arthur L. Abrams, the Chairman of the New Jersey 
Commission. These men and others devoted a great many hours 
of their time in the bar’s and the nublic’s interest. 

The material covered by The Code is to many members of 
our profession a “bread and butter” subject and indeed it behooves 
all of us now to undertake a very considerable study of it. Every 
lawyer who continues in the practice, of course, must be deemed 
to have an obligation to pursue the study of developments in the 
law. Enactment of the code also provides an excellent opportunity 
for the Institute for Continuing Legal Education to offer a series 
of lectures on the revised commercial law of New Jersey. 




















Polish Legal Purge 
Mirrors Debate Over 
Proper Role of Lawyers 


New York (ACCN) — Informa- 


tion received by legal and regu-| 


lar news sources here indicates 
that a considerable purge is now | 
going on within the legal profes- 
sion in Communist Poland. This 
is being undertaken by the pro- 
fession itself at the prodding of 
the Polish Ministry of Justice. 

While the Polish government | 
is ostensibly interested in elim- 
inating or punishing lawyers 
guilty of committing or aiding 
bribery of public officials and 
subverting economic and other 
regulations, it also has indicated 
in Ministry statements and less 
directly in official Communist 
Party theoretical publications 
that it wants to change the atti- | 
tude of lawyers on deeper issues. 

Perhaps the most basic of 
these concerns the proper func- 
tion of the lawyer in society. The 
Polish government, in common 
with other Communist regimes, 
takes the view that the primary 
responsibility of an attorney is to 
aid the state in seeing that jus- 
tice is done. 

To some extent the Commun- 
ists inherited their peculiar view 
of a lawyer’s duty from Civil Law 
traditions which, as interpreted 
by some commentators of the 
Code Justinian, hold that a law- 
yer must aid the state or imper- 
ial authority in effectuating jus- 
tice when this is necessary. How- 
ever, this line of thought was 
never developed by Civil Law 
medieval or modern authorities 
to the extent which Marxist the- 
oreticians have carried it today. | 

It has been announced by the 
Polish Ministry of Justice that! 
about 100 lawyers have been} 
tried and convicted on various 
charges, chiefly involving cor- 
ruption and _  non-cooperation 
with governmental regulations, 
in the last two years. A Ssub- 
stantial number of other Polish 
attorneys are now being tried 


Patent And Trade-Mark 
Records At Essex 
Library 


An announcement of consid- 
erabie interest to the industrial 
and business world of Essex 
County, as well as to lawyers 
and patent attorneys, was made 
by former Mayor Herbert Fran- 
cisco, President of the Julia H. 
Potwin Memorial Library of West 
Caldwell. 

The Library has just received, 


| Voice Of The Bar | Old Law Books Show 


|Comment and Criticism Invited Change In Taste 
| For Pictures 


| Editor, N. J. Law Journal: 

While reading your editorial of 
Nov. 30th, concerning a proposed 
Client Security Fund, the first 
thought that comes to mind is 
why the necessity of a Fund? On 
this point your editorial is lack- 
ing in information and statistics 
on so-called “errant lawyers” 
Which would justify favorable 
consideration of the proposal. 
The thought of the ethfcal law- 
yer being assessed against his 
will for the conduct of the un- 
ethical lawyer, is abhorrent. 

Is there a need to protect the 
public against financial loss by 
so drastic a proposal when the 
actual instances of losses are so 
few in comparison to the fine 
record of integrity that the Bar 
enjoys? 

Are not the powers of the Su- 
preme Court to punish errant 
lawyers a sufficent deterrent to 
the isolated lawyer who might be 
tempted to misappropriate his 
client’s funds or cause his client 
loss? 

Are not voluntary insurance 
Plans adequate to protect the 
public against these losses? 

Should the vast majority of 
lawyers whose honesty, integrity 
and ability are beyond reproach, 
be forced to contribute to a Fund, 
the need for which is question- 
able and controversial, as your 
editorial implies? 

John Cervase 





New York (ACCN)—The inven- 
tion of printing in the mid-15th 
century had a curious side-effect 
on law books, scholars have 
pointed out, the reason for which 
is still not clearly understood. 
It killed for practically all time 
the use of illustrations in this 
specialized type of volume. 

The reason why we do not il- 
lustrate law books now-a-days is 
rather obvious, librarians and 
bibliophiles point out. Other than 
portraits of departed judges and 
scenes of public buildings such 
as the Supreme Court chambers, 
what could we logically put in a 
casebook or a legal text? And our 
generation does not respond to 
this type of picture. 

However, what is not so clear 
to literary students is why the 
men of the Middle Ages, who had 
to use hand-written manuscripts, 
went to the other extreme and 
whole-heartedly embraced pro- 
fusely illustrated legal treatises 

Medieval legal manuscripts 
containing codes and commen- 
taries, which may still be seen in 
fair profusion in our great mod- 
ern libraries, often display large 
miniatures and grandly-embel- 
lished initial letters in chapters 
The illustrations--all hand paint- 
ed, of course--usually depict 
trials, judges, law writers, em- 
perors who were law givers-- 
|such as Justinian and Charlem- 
agne--and other suitable scenes 

After printing came in, all this 
stopped. A German catalogue of 
incunabula--books printed be- 
fore 1500--shows nearly 200 edi- 
tions of Justinian’s Corpus Juris 
Civilis, of which only six have 
woodcuts (the pictures of that 
day), and even some of these are 
consanguinity tables illustrating 
for the law student lines of in- 
heritance and forbidden marri- 
age relationships. These hardly 
qualify as pictures. 

Some few early printed law 
books, curiously, have pictures 
painted into them by hand 
rather than using woodcuts. This, 
too, soon went out of style. 


Joint Committee On 
Legal Education Issues 
Four Books 


Kellogg Foundation Gives 
State Courts Project 
$348,000 Grant 


Chicago — The American Bar 
Association’s Joint Committee for 
the Effective Administration of 
Justice has received a grant of | 
$348,000 from the W. K. Kellogg | 
Foundation of Battle Creek, 
Mich., to carry on a three-year 
program aimed at improving the 
administration of justice in the 
nation’s state trial courts. 

The Joint Committee was cre- 
ated in June—in cooperation 
with 14 other national organiza- 
tions concerned with court ad- 
ministration—to assist in bring- 
ing about improvements in state 
trial courts through a series of 
seminar type conferences with 
judges. 

Announcement of the grant 
was made by Associate Justice 
Tom C. Clark of the U. S. Su- 
preme Court, chairman of the 
Joint Committee, in an address 
before the recent Southwest Re- | 
gional Seminar of State Trial 





The Joint Committee on Legal 
Education of the American Law 
Institute and the American Bar 
Association has just published 
four books for practicing attor- 
neys, as an outgrowth of the 





as a gift. a complete set of the 
Official Gazettes of the United 
States Patent Office from the 
first Gazette issued as Volume 1 
on January 3, 1872, up to and in- | 
cluding Volume 764 of March 28, | 
1961. In addition, the Library 
also received from the donors a 
set of great historical interest ; 
consisting of the Annual Re-} 
ports of the Commissioner of | 
Patents dating from 1790. The 
Annual Report of the Commis- | 
sioner of Patents was the fore-| 
runner of the Official Gazette. | 
An extract of every patent which | 
was ever issued by the Patent Of- | 
fice is referred to in the above 
volumes and every trademark |} 
registration ever issued is also 
listed by name, registration num- | 
ber and date of registration with | 
a notation of the goods covered 
by the registration and the date 
of first use of the trademark. 

The Official Gazettes also con- 
tain important decisions affect- 
ing patents and trademarks as 
well as rules and regulations of 
the Patent Office adopted from 
time to time. 

The Library Board is subscrib- 
ing to current volumes of the 
Gazette as they are issued in 
order that the set will be kept up 
to date at all times and available 
for reference work during the 
week on Tuesdays through Sat- 
urdays between 1 and 5 P.M. and 
on Tuesday and Friday evenings 
between 7 and 9 P.M. 





recent Arden House Conference 
on Continuing Legal Education 
for Professional Competence and 
Responsibility. 

The four books, with a brief 
description of each, are: 

“Course Materials On Life- 
Time and Testamentary Estate 
Kellogg Foundation, of which Dr.| Planning,” 140 pages, spiral 
Emory W. Morris is the Presi-| bound, $6.00. Contains 16 sec- 
dent, made to the Joint Com-/ tions, in outline form, with case 
mittee a grant of $348,000. On/ citations, IR.C. references, sim- 
behalf of the members of the} Ple forms and bibliography. 
Joint Committee let me say that| “Alternatives and Preliminar- 
we deeply appreciate this evi-| ies to The Trial of a Civil Action”. 
dence, in a concrete and sub-|266 pages, paperbound, $4.50. 
stantial form, of the confidence! Primarily for the younger law- 
this eminent Foundation has in| yer, it contains a 31 page check- 
the Joint Committee. Those who| list outline of the alternatives 
have made this grant possible| and preliminaries to trial fol- 
may be sure that the Founda-|lowed by selections from out- 
tion’s investment in the improve- | Standing works in this field. 
| 


Judges in Austin, Tex. Judges of 
seven states took part in the 
seminar. 

Mr. Justice Clark said in part 
in announcing the grant: 

“It gives me much pleasure 
and satisfaction to announce 
that only two days ago the W. K. 


ment of justice will not only re-| “Handbook On International 
dound to its credit but to the| Business Transactions, 1962 An- 
lasting benefit of mankind’s| nual Edition.” 400 pages, $10.00. 
great interest on earth, equal} Deals with investment financing, 
justice under law. | tax and other aspects of interna- 
“These funds will be devoted | tional trade. 
to the three-year program of the! ‘Problems In Criminal Law and 
Joint Committee which is allo-|Its Administration”, 10 paper- 
cated solely to its national oper-| bound handbooks averaging ap- 
ations. Other funds will be se-| prox. 100 pages. $2.00 each $17.50 
cured for the financing of the/ for the set. Each handbook is 
actual expenses of the state and | focused on «ne current problem 
regional conferences.” |in the field of criminal law. 
_ Edward B. McConnell, Admin-| Further information concern- 
istrative Director of the Courts|ing these publications may be 
of New Jersey, is a member of | obtained from the Joint Com- 
this committee representing the mittee on Continuing Legal Edu- 
National Conference of Court} cation, 133 So. 36 St., Phila- 
Administrative Officers. delphia 4, Pa. 
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Contracts Of Adhesion And The Freedom Of 
Contract: A Comparative Study In The 
Light Of American And Foreign Law 


(Summary of an Address by 


Professor Arthur Lenhoff to the} 


American Foreign Law Associ- 
ation, Inc., on October 31, 1961). 
Professor Lenhoff pointed out 
the essential features of stand- 
ardized mass contracts or con- 
tracts of adhesion and their 
spread in the era of an advanced 
industrial society. Then he 
showed how the individual cus- 
tomer’s autonomy is thus actu- 
ally restricted to the decision on 
whether he wants to enter into a 
legal relationship to a given en- 
terprise; for the other field in 
which freedom of contract oper- 
ates, that is, the one designed to 
the co-determination of the 
terms of the contract, is barred 
to him. Can, therefore, freedom 
of contract be the cloak under 
which business enterprises are 
able, as Profcssor Kessler in his 
excellent study on contracts of 
adhesion (43 Columbia Law Re- 
view, 629,635), put it 18 years ago, 
to legislate in a substantially 
authoritarian manner? 

It is interesting to note that 
as early as in 1873 when stand- 
ardized clauses limiting liability 
of carriers had already gotten a 
foothold in bills of lading, the 
U. S. Supreme Court expressed 
strong doubts about the consen- 
sual character of such clauses 
Since the shippers had little 
choice but to accept the carriers’ 
terms. This was the decision in 
N.Y.C.R. v. Lockwood. (84US 357, 
17 Wall 357). But this realistic 
approach was not followed up by 


judges and writers in the subse- 
quent decades. Instead, tradition- 
al concepts of the law concern- 


ing freely bargained individual 
contracts have been applied to 
standardized mass forms. Thus, 
they were approached under the 
aspect of consent. Naturally, the 
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consent had to be “construed”, 
by using the device of “objective 
expectations” which the accept- 


| ance of such a standardized form 


allegedly carries with it. Thus, a 


|few years ago, in Siegelman v. 


Cunard White Star, (221 Fed. 
2nd 189) Judge Harlan, speaking 
for the majority of the Federal 
Court of Appeals of the Second 
Circuit, still declared: “We con- 
sider the ticket to be a contract”; 
for he regarded the clause sub- 
jecting the transaction to Eng- 
lish law as a usual one, although 
the round-trip ticket was taken 
out in New York, and the party 
involved was a New Yorker. 
Ergo, Mrs. Siegelman was pre- 
sumed to have “expected” a 
choice-of-foreign-law clause in 
the ticket. 

One of the difficulties of such 
an approach lies in the value- 
judgment quality of the deter- 
mination of which of these claus- 
es are “usual’’. The speaker sup- 
plied illustrations derived from 
American, French, and Belgian 
decisions. 

In all the countries where 
those traditional doctrines pre- 
vailed, legislation, besides “‘in- 
terpretation”, has been resorted 
to against misuses of the exclu- 
sive bargaining power by the 
“sellers” of standardized mass 
contracts (if, because of the lack 
of bargaining, one may liken the 
transaction to the sale of a form 
rather than to a contract). In- 
surance law offers one of the im- 
portant examples for legislative 
intervention. The speaker re- 
ferred also to other fields. Par- 
ticularly interesting in this re- 
gard is article 1341 of the Italian 
Civil Code, which the speaker 
discussed. But the trouble is that 
in this country judges shy away 
from statutory analogy. The 
Automobile Dealers Franchise 
Act prevents the misuse of a 
short-notice clause by the big 
automobile manufacturers 
against their distributors, except 
where it is being done in good 
faith, i.e., for cause. It is too 
much to expect that this protec- 
tive idea will be analogously ap- 
plied to the benefit of distribut- 
ors in other trades, where like- 
wise standardized agency agree- 
ments prevail. 
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tracts. It is Germany. As for this 
juristic new deal with contracts 
of adhesion, two factors must be 
kept in mind. The first factor is 
the full grasp of the meaning of 
the optional rules of law, which 
is called ius dispositivum. Ger- 
man courts have in recent times 
emphasized that these legal 
norms present rules which the 
lawgiver regarded as sound and 
fair solutions of the conflicting 
interests between the different 
categories of parties, such as sell- 
ers and buyers, landlords and 
tenants, manufacturers and dis- 
tributors, and distributors and 
consumers. In establishing these 
rules, the lawgiver considered 
them as subject to the free agree- 
ment of the parties. The high 
courts of Germany, including, of 
course, the present Bundesger- 
ichtshof, have held that clauses 
one-sidedly advancing the inter- 


ests of the users of such standard 
forms, such as a disclaimer of 
warranties, or a limitation of li- 
ability, cannot be regarded as 
free agreements within the 


positive character. 

The other factor which must 
not be overlooked in the German 
approach is the so-called “gen- 
eral clauses.” There are two most 
significant clauses in the civil 


code. The one is the clause de- 
claring any jural act (not only 
a contract) void if it is repugnant 
to good morals. The other clause 
ordains that the contract shall 
be interpreted with the principles 
of good faith. In recent German 
decisions, these two factors dove- 
tailed. Whe other there was an 














exploitation of the predominant 
bargaining power of one party 
over the party who had only the 
enews , ~ veen taking or leaving, 
| will d id on a weighing of the 
Gatiees what we might call 
here a aides ing of the interests 
represented by the economic 
classes of which the parties in 
the given case are members. 

It is interesting to note that 
in the fight between realism and 
conceptualism, the dominant 
opinion, even in France, to this 
day has taken a rather concep- 
tual view. France is the country 
in which 60 years ago Saleilles 
disclosed t nature of and 
coined 1e name Contracts of 
Adhesion. He pointed out that 
these andardized forms are 
‘contracts only by name” (Siegel- 
man v. Cunard White Star, sup- 
ra, dissenting opinion of Frank 

| J., page 206). But even as emin- 
|ent a jurist as Josserand (See 
| Schlesinger, Comparative Law, 
| Second Edition 1959 at page 376, 
referring to Josserand De 1 Abus 
des Droits, 1905, Second Edition 
1927) believes that it is for the 
legislature rather than for the 
courts to establish remedies 
against the nuisuses of forcing 
inequitable clauses of such con- 
tracts on the public. In his view, 
|only the legislature can vest 


with strong in- 
but partic- 


| judges not only 
terpretative powers, 
lularly with the power to modify 
such standardized terms which 
violate the natural sense of jus- 
tice; for this task calls for “dirig- 
| ism contractuel”. 

In the last few years, in the 
United States strong cross-cur- 
rents developed against the 
conceptualistic current. The new 
trend has been initiated by a 
{noted court, an outstanding 
theorist, and an outstanding 
legislative work. 

In 1960, the highest court in 
New Jersey developed an inter- 
esting approach in the case of 
Henningsen v. Bloomfield Motors. 
(32 NJ N.J. 358, 161 At 2d 69; see 
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meaning of the legal rules of dis- | 


However, there is one country | discussion of this case in 109 
whose law has gradually devel~. University of Pennsylvania Law 
oped a realistic and broad ap-| Review 453). It is true, said the 
proach to standardized mass con- | 
'Sales Act and S 71 of our Uni- 


|court, that S 55 of the English 


form Sales Act provide for the 
exclusion of implied warranties 
by the will of the parties. This 
means, by an agreement which 
has been bargained for. A dis- 
claimer of implied warranties 
which is unilaterally imposed, 
cannot be regarded as an agree- 
ment within the legislative 
meaning. As can be seen the ap- 
proach comes very close to the 
German approach. 

It must be noticed that most 
recently attention has been called 
also to another “blanket” con- 
cept as a remedy against one- 
sided standard clauses. Equity 
has always refused the enforce- 
ment of unconscionable trans- 
actions. It is characteristic that 
in so doing in the Campbell Soup 
v. Wentz case, (172 Fed. 2nd 80) 
Judge Goodrich was careful to 
emphasize that he did not sug- 
gest the invalidity of clauses 


| which he refused to enforce be- 


cause of their unconscionability. 
This was in 1949. Shortly later, 
Professor Corbin’s outstanding 
work on contracts was published. | . 
He showed therein that there is 
no good reason why judges 
should not be able to void un- 
conscionable provisions in long 
printed standardized contracts. 

Also, the newest development 
in the field of legislation has 


adopted this view. The Uniform | 
Commercial Code includes in §2- | 
302 a provision which gives the | 


judge the power to strike down 


the whole contract or one or more | 
clauses therein if he finds them | 
unconscionable at the time when | 


made. In order to arrive at that 
result, 
the parties all opportunities to 
present evidence as to “the com- 
mercial setting, purpose and ef- 
fect” of the clauses in point. 
Again, this reminds us of the 
balancing-of-the-interests idea 
so strongly emphasized in the 
German decisions. 

It should also be pointed out 
that the typical contracts of ad- 
hesion must not be confused with 
the imposition of terms owing to 
legislative authorization. Accord- 
ing to our law, collective bargain- 
ing contracts if entered into by 
the majority union with the com- 
pany, provide terms which are 
binding on all employees of the 
unit, whether or not they are 
members of the union. But this 


binding force results from a legal | 


command, while the terms of a 
contract of adhesion present a 
normative order lacking 
authorization. 

‘Finally, the speaker disclosed 


Remove Jurisdictional 
Limit On Counterclaims 


WASHINGTON, D.C. (ACCN)— 
The jurisdiction of the Munici- 
pal Court of the District of Col- 
umbia over counterclaims and 
cross-claims has been increased 
by a recent Act of Congress. The 
court ordinarily has jurisdiction 
over original civil actions where 
the amount sought, exclusive of 
costs and fees, does not exceed 
$3,000. Under the new law, the 
court is given jurisdiction over 
all crossclaims and _ counter- 
claims interposed in such actions 
regardless of the amount involv- 
ed in such counteractions. 











the possible impact of antitrust 
legislation on the validity of 
standardized forms where these 
forms were the result of a con- 
certed action such as the form 
used by the members of the Auto- 
mobile Manufacturers Associa- 
tion as exemplified in the Hen- 
ningsen case. 

Thus, there are enough weap- 
ons against misuses, but they 
must be used.* 


discussion of Contracts 


* A comprehensive 
of uneenseion- 


of Adhesic m and ike sabicet 
al racts may be found in the University 
rf  Penaagtrania Low Neviaw, Vol. 109, No. 3, 

101, 45 Iowa Law Review 843 and 45 
Virginia Law Review 583. 
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difficult factually to attribute, 
the attack to the work. (Kay- 


complained of, i.e., the injury 


and that only proof of injury | 
or death, is related to or af- 


arising out of and during the| 


Compensability Of Heart Disease 
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rowness of the court decisions,|Pensation will ae awarded | 5¢ proof was ignored as food for Pe 

New Jersey's as well as Mich- ee — caused 1M /the scavengers. Probable cause ie 

NEWTON™ igan’s, particularly as to heart/@ny su ciemreeng degree by the| and that alone was reestablished pee 

been anew | Cases, was based, in = main, ye gana 7 a as the criterion of compensabili- = 

Box 149 _ upon the courts’ twofold reluct- | ut such court-impose ar- | ty. é 

DU 3-4727 }ance either to be guided by the |riers as the presumption against | Ciuba has been the controlling les 

decisions of fact of the Work- | causality, are not necessary,| decision here ever since. In Mer- Pit 

aa Sre reser 7 MORRISTOWN | nen’s Compensation Depaitment, | since valid distinctions may be) gel y. N.J. Conveyers Corp. (1954) pe 
| SaceNcy OFFICES : Morris-Home |causally relating the occupation| made between injuries occur- | liability was affirmed, although be 

\ ' nyo ig * to the disease, or to interpret|ring merely during employment} among all of the Justices three oe 

WE H.T.G. OFFICES , 8 JE 8-3313 the Workmen’s Compensation | and those arising out of employ-| different opinions were written. tio 

' EAST ORANGE ; Act as what some derisively | ment. ; _|Mr. Justice Oliphant, in writing pm 

| 28 Washington St. 1 BELVIDERE called a “health insurance} In 1939 in the Bollinger case,”|the majority opinion, described ee 

; Sontee con ~. — s< scheme’. In reference to the for-| the New Jersey Court said: |\the work involved as unusual, er 

Te L c/o Warren County . mer, the problem was largely one “... We think that the re-| though not unexpected or un- 0 

: ae eee Clerk's Office rece he ig of causation and its proof, since} quirement that the injury or | planned. 7 
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mesY Seem ny 41 North Bridge St i heart disease does affect a large death arises by accident, under Mr. Justice Brennan, now at 

; HUbbard 9-5000 ee eee percentage of the population. our statute, is satisfied if the | 2 2 
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difficulty in proving that heart 
injuries arose out of the employ- 
ment’. He further stated: 

“The principal reason given by 
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some special effort as to a pre- 
cipitating cause of the attack, 
stand in a class by themselves, 
but they do so because their 
generalized nature makes it 
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| Industrial Health, he said: 
“I don’t believe you can pos- 
sibly refer them to even the 


ment. The Courts have been 
~.willing to find an unusual 
strain whenever anything out 


! | 
ary disease of life” even though | 
absolute certainty of relationship 
{to the occupation could not be | 


Compensability Of Heart Disease 
In 1943, 





(Continued from page 6) the Michigan Legis- 





ae : _—_—_——— |lature adopted an all-inclusive | proven. of the ordinary occurs; it re- most competent medical ex- 
domiciled in Washington, DC. | occupational disease amendment.| Jy Underwood v. National; Mains only to bring the usual] perts, because they are not 
concurred: ; In pertinent part it defined oc- | Motor Casting™ (1951), a woman; Within the language of N. J.) medical questions The 
Because (he regarded) aS cypational disease as follows: | suffered a back injury due to the| Rev. Stat. 34:15-31—a result| physician, the surgeon, can 
wholly illusory the distinction “The term ‘personal injury’|heavy foundry work she was; that should be inescapable| give us facts that we must ac- 


between usual and unusual 

Strain or exertions which... 

has been the test of compen- 

sability in heart cases.” 

I believe that the reasoning of 
the Court in the case of Loew V. 
Borough of Union Beach (1959)* 
further clarifies New Jersey judi- 
cial thinking in heart cases. The 
Court, while holding that un- 
usual strain is no 1 a re- 
quirement for liability, held, 
nevertheless, that the presence 
or absence of such a strain still 
has probative value. This is quite 











consistent with the Court’s pro- 
Bollinger 
that proof 


nouncement in the 
case, (1939) supra, 
of death or injury me 
employment is not enough. 

A few months ago, your Court 
decided Burkley vy. Atlantic City 
(1961)*. After reviewing its most 





shall include a disease or dis- 
ability which is due to causes 
and conditions which are char- 
acteristic of and peculiar to 
the business of the employer 
and which arises out of and in 
the course of the employment. 

Ordinary diseases of life to 

which the public is generally | 

exposed outside of the employ- | 
ment shall not be compens- 
able.’ 

It should be noted that your 
own statute while substantially 
Similar has a far more inclusive 
definition: 

“For the purposes of this 
article, the phrase ‘compens- 
able occupational disease’ shall 
include all diseases arising out 
of and in the course of employ- 
ment, which are due to causes 
and conditions which are or 


|regularly performing. No single| 


incident was involved. In affirm- 


ing an 


able as 
ed in back strain and injury. In 
the Mottonen case, 
discussed, one-half of our Court, 
|relying upon the Mills and Un- 
derwood cases supra, compensat- 
ed death as an occupational dis- 
ease of 







strain from doing regular work. | 
The other four Justices did not | 
rely upon this occupational dis- | 
ease basis for liability, but opin- | 
ed that Sheppard and Coombe 


established simple casuality as a 


basis for liability under the so 
called “accidental” section of our 
statute. They therefore found it 


unnecessary to apply or even dis- 


award for compensation | 
as an occupational disease, the} 
court found such work compens- 
a disease when it result- | 


previously | 


ployment due to heart | 


| Law”, 
| adjudicated cardiac cases (N.J.) 


under the broad language of 
that section. Since the com- 
pensation for an occupational 
disease is the same as that for 
an accidental injury, there 
would seem to be no need to 
decide which of the two a par- 
ticular claim is once it is estab- 
lished that it must be one or 
the other. Thus, if NJ. Rev. 

Stat. 34:15-31 is properly pre- 

sented to the court, we may 

hope to hear no more of the 
heart cases.” 

In commenting on this phase 
of liability, Dean Harold F. Mc- 
Niece, in his newly published 
volume, “Heart Disease and the 
states that “none of the 
have passed on the question.’ 

I believe your Court will be 
pleased to discard all further 


cept as the wisdom of those 
who understand the subject, 
and then we have to consider 
the application of those to the 
body of law that the legisla- 
ture has enacted for us.” 

Despite these words of wisdom, 
an interested segment of the 
medical profession continues its 
half-century old opposition to 
the basic principles of workmen’s 
compensation. 

It may be noted that about 400 
millions of dollars, roughly one- 
third of all yearly compensation 
benefits, are paid by the employ- 
ers for medical and hospital ser- 
vices.” It is not surprising, there- 
fore, that doctors likely to be 
sympathetic to the employers 
point of view are selected not 
only for their scientific ability 
but for their agility on the wit- 
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recent decisions, it held that} were characteristic of or pe-/|cyss the broader basis for lig- | contemplation of invidious dis-| ness stand or in their published 
where the normal duties of an culiar to a particular trade, oc- | pijity f nished by ‘the occupa-_ tinctions and grant compensation | treatises. This is true whether 
employee aggravate a previously! cupation, process or employ-| tional disease amendment.” | in heart cases either as an acci-|their fees and honorariums are 
diseased cardiovascular condi- ment, or which diseases aredue| The definition of occupational |dent or as an occupational dis-| paid directly by the employers or 
“— Jjiability attaches. ; ; to the exposure of any em- | disease as found in your statute | €2se, as I believe your statute through grants from employer- 

t is interesting tO note tnat ployee to a cause thereof aris- is far more extensive in phrase- | fully requires. controlled charitable founda- 


the Court rejected the 
opinion that 


medical 
“effort and trauma 


It would appear that denial of 
| compensation benefits for cardio- 


ing out of and in the course of | ojogy thai 
(bold face 


tions. Moreover, many physicians 





It needs no de- 
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are not causally related to coro- —aae | cisional eS apes | vascular injuries caused or con- ee a a — 
nary occlusion”. Nor was the fact It is the last portion of that = * a presen tributed o- by the employment sh ton diene ye 
that the decedent’s death might | sentence which represents ‘the | rac ee ee. | has no Pr or es al tes a ae = Po 
have occurred (but did not) in prominent distinction between eo neon g-gn sis. The diffi vit which a - ns a ee 
the normal process of cies the Michigan and New Jersey|orecliont eee an rronts the claimants, their attor- the cecupational incident or con- 
cupational activity, a barrier to! acts since. your law by express peng ayers gp een neys, the administrators and the er ee ore siiaae 
liability as long as the actual terminology directly relates to er ee es eee fotos is the evaluation of medi- set sgpetige y d aie 
exertion on the job could reason-|simple causality servi “All this learning on heart | eProithcee . primary cause of the disable- 
é Job could reason-; simple causality and to that See ; _, |cal testimony adduced in the par-| ment.” Add to this the natural 
ably have aggravated or precipi- | alone. Caner, ay wever, should have ticular claim. ——— aE EG vy 
tated the pathological condition My own jurisdiction even with been de obsolete by the 1949 | The New Jersey decisions pre- (Continued on | page » 10, col. 1) 
peg might lead to the worker’s | its narrower statutory basis, has ahaa ye Pose plein | wlenasla discussed, sive; 1) “IOV os a.ciss Security Holictis Jannare 100) 
eath. accepted simple causality as the Papel: dase : ini ion t tte 
I note that you have msc yardation for iujexies on able occupational disease to in-| | reese stage ohana an Keene ee ies ‘amin + bam alg — 
recognized the caus al 1- | to strain under the occupational clude: | their testimony play in the com- Tusurance Law Journal, July 1961; Small. 
ship between emotional and/ disease law. ‘... all disease arising out | pensation field. I believe with| . . 
mental stress an d strain and. In Mills vy. Detroit Tuberculosis of and in = course of em-| Dean Roscoe Pound that the ap- aw 
cardiovascular injury”. Sanitorium (1948)", the court ploymé nich are due t0| plication of the law to specific saci 
Much of the di fficulty disposed of the attempt to limit causes and ‘condi tions which | cases belongs in the hands of the A raisals 
has confronted the c ourts the scope of occupational dis- are or were characteristic of | | administrators and Courts. In an PP . 
orically was caused by t ease liability by the statutory | or peculiar to a particular.../ address made before a special | 
tory language “injury o acci- | phrase “ordinary diseases of life” | employment, or which dis- committee of A.M.A. Council of | BLAU-LASSER APPRAISAL COMPANY 
dent” or “accidental injury” “Construing the urovisions| eases due to the See) ee | so 7: a0 a 
The Court found it difficult to above quoted together and in| of any employee: to a came] 42) Borne: Meets: Meaet: Dieenes ant | ‘Mitchell 2.0468 ; 
deviate from old common law, the light of the general pur- thereof arising out of and in| = = - 
concepts and insisted upon pose of the act, we think it was | the course of his employ- 
sudden or unusual factor the intention of the legislature ment 
cause for injury. to allow compensation for dis- | “This is the clearest possible | 
With the passage of time, the ability resulting from a disease abandonment of the old rule} 
legislatures of our St s became contracted in the course of the that a disease to be occupa- .\ 
impatient with this ical] employment and the conditions tional had to inhere in the 
created confusion and ultimate nder which it was carried on employme! Thus, recent | 
ly passed occupational disease . Rather, the provision, herein- cases have quite correctly held 
amendments to the compensa- before quoted, authorizing that a disease caught from a DO NOT 
tion acts whose sweeping terms compensation for disability due fellow-¢ yee, and an ag- 
and inclusive definitions were de- to a disease contracted in the| gravation of a pre-existing con- | eee 
signed to avoid the course of the employment, and dition by an otherwise harm- | 
of uncertainty and resulting from the nature less industrial process are both | 





earlier 













experienced under the thereof, are applicable.” compensable occupational dis- STAND ALONE! 

acts. Tuberculosis was thereby com- eases under the quoted legisla- e 
ee ee .,| pensable, even though it was a| tion. Under the old conception 
<.J. Super. 93, 151 A 24 568 (Super Crt | disease affecting the population of an occupational disease as 
D2” Burkley ¥. Atlantic City G8 N.J. Suver | 2t large, and as such an “ordin-| one which inhered in the oc-| 
1 eo are cupati t] could be gaps 
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Ethics Committees For 1962 





SUPREME COURT OF Earle O. Bennett 1963 
NEW JERSEY Frederick T. James 1963 
ORDERED that pursuant to| Edward L. Vogt 1964 
Rule 1:16 the following are ap-| Ocean County 
pointed to the Ethics Commit-| J. Elmer Matthews, 
tees in the counties and for the Chairman . 1962 
terms indicated: William T. Hiering 1963 
Terms expiring on December| Morton C. Steinberg 1963 
31st of the year noted. William E. O’Connor, Jr. .. 1964 
Atlantic County Passaic County 
Harry Cassman, Chairman 1962} Bernard Feinberg, i 
Alfred T. Glenn, Jr. 1963| _ Chairman - 1962 
Murray Fredericks 1964; Edward F. Johnson - ime 
Robert C. Koury 1964; Salvatore J. Ruggerio .... 1962 
Bergen County George A. Breur 1963 
Caeettien 1. extint | Samuel D. Joseph 1963 
a , 1962 Harry C. Peterson 1963 
Irving 8. Reeve 1962 Leonard I. Garth 1964 
pai a 1962 James J. Murner, Jr. 1964 
Henry J. Bendheim 1963 oo. ene — 
Edward G. Evertz 1963 William R. Smith 
John W. Griggs 1963 Chairman i 1962 
canned gaa ng Oakford W. Acton, Jr... 1962 
g SyAg soni 964| Robert W. Richman . 1963 
oseph A. Fitzpatric 1964) Wayland A. Lucas 1964 
Burlington County Somerset County 
J. Gilbert Van Sciver, | Arthur B. Smith, 
j THIRD ANNUAL Chairman 1962 | Chairman 1962 
in mon An } James M. Davis, Jr. 1963; John W. Fritz 1962 
TVEANOTS GUNERE Soe Re | Anions Beara 19 
UJ bi) WU ML Stanley K. Heilbron 1964) Allan M. Rinehart 1963 
os Frank A. Hendrickson 1964; Ralph J. Smalley, Jr. 1964 
| ON ROBERT TREAT HOTEL Camden County | Sussex County 
fn’ ncn NEWARK, NEW JERSEY Edward I. Berry, Jr., James M. Barry, 
j WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION Chairman r 1962 | Chairman 1962 
IN THE sausage ney: Robert E. Gladden 1963| Francis E. Bright .. 1962 
js or Sidney P. McCord, Jr. 1963 | Albert G. W. Silverman ... 1963 
i UY Peter J. Devine, Jr. 1964; Adrien B. Hommell 1964 
STATE (if fell JERSEY Charles H. Nugent 1964| Union County 
| Cape May County George F. Hetfield, 
Albert M. Ash, Chairman 1962 | Chairman 1962 
John E. Boswell 1963} Clyde M. Noll 1962 
Donald A. Gaver 1964| Maurice J. Price 1962 
French B. Loveland 1964) Norman J. Abrams 1963 
Cumberland County | H. Russell Morss, Jr. 1963 
Stanley S. Brotman, | Leo B. Wojcik 1963 
Chairman 1962 | J. Roger Conant 1964 
William Gallner — oS ro 
David L. Horuvitz 1963 | Westen Canes 
Irwin Kavesh 1964 | a 
Santo J. Salvo 1964 | Archie Roth, Chairman 1962 
| Paul Aaroe 1963 
Essex County Herman N. Harms 1963 
Roger H. McGlynn, | Thomas C. Swick 1964 
Bsa go eo Ioes| FURTHER ORDERED that up- 
Roger C. Ward 1962 |on the expiration of the term of 
Vincent P Seana. 1963 | 20Y member, he shall continue 
Charles B. Collins 1963 | = serve until = appointment 
: : | Of a successor; an 
Joseph, A, Welsman ... 1963)" FURTHER ORDERED that the 
Israel B Hiosene ‘ 1964 | members designated as chair- 
Bernard M Shanley 1964 | man shall serve as such until 
‘ | December 31, 1962. 
Gloucester County | By the Court, 
Guy Lee, Jr., Chairman 1963 | /s/ Joseph Weintraub 
Laurence L. Crispin 1963 | C.J. 
Joseph Mennite 1963 | 
Wadsworth Cresse, Jr. 1964 | ° ° 
Marshall H. Diverty i964, Social Security Tax 
Hudson County Goes Up January 1 
James F. McGovern, Jr., —__— 
Chairman 1962; Kenneth O. Hook, Acting Di- 
James P. Beggans 1962; rector of the Newark District of 
Samuel Moskowitz 1962 | the Internal Revenue Service to- 
William V. Musto 1963 | day reminded employers of the 
Samuel Spingarn 1963 | following increase in the rates of 
Joseph M. Thuring 1963| Federal employment taxes re- 
Leo H. Bergman 1964} lating to retirement, disability, 


1. Vincent Murphy, Thomas L. Parsonnet, Sol 


D. Kapelsohn, George E. Meredith, and Hon. 
Edward Gaulkin. 

2. Workmen’s Compensation Judges George F. 
Neutze, Alfred J. Napier, Stanley Levine and 
Samuel S. Ferster. 

3. Carl Gelman, Edmund J. Canzona, Herman 
M. Wilson, David Roskein, Thomas F. Shebell, 
John W. O’Brien, Louis Greenstone, Judge Donald 
J. Skeffington and Lester Wiener. 





inger, Alfred H. Katzman, Felix Bigotto, Donald 
E. King, John A. Boltas, Raymond Pasino, Kath- 
ryn Sugrue, Martin Rieschl, Emil J. Caleagni and 
Louis J. Camisa. 

6. Samuel Marcus, Jacob L. Balk, Stanley U. 
Phares, Judge Hyman Barowitz, Judge Harold A. 
Ackerman, Dr. Jerome Kaufman, Jack Lerner, 
James J. Carroll, Referee John S. Burke and 
John C. Demos. 

7. Judge Harold A. Ackerman, Justice John J. 














Joseph A. Davis 
Arthur C. Mullen 


Hunterdon County 


Wesley L. Lance, 
Chairman 
W. Reading Gebhardt 
Clyde C. Jefferson 
Edwin K. Large, Jr. 
Mercer County 
William W. Backes, 
Chairman 
Samuel D. Lennox 
Philip J. Albert 
Albert C. Barclay 
Gordon D. Griffin 
John Abbotts 
Nathan N. Schildkraut 
Middlesex County 


Heston N. Potts, Chairman 


Joseph T. Karcher 
John E. Mullane 
Samuel S. Cohen 


1964; and unemployment which be- 
1964} came effective January 1, 1962. 
| The employer tax and the em- 
ployee tax under the Federal In- 
1962! surance Contributions Act will 
1963! each increase from 3 percent to 
1964| 31g percent. These are the so- 
1964 | cial security taxes which are due 
from employers of one or more 
employees. Employers are re- 
1962 quired to withhold employee tax 
1962/| at the rate of 34g percent, from 
1963} wages paid after December 31, 
1963 | 1961, regardless of when the wag- 
1963! es are earned. 
1964; The employer tax under the 
1964 | Federal Unemployment Tax Act 
will increase from 3.1 percent to 
1962/3.5 percent. This is the Federal 
1962} unemployment tax which is due 
1962| for any calendar year from any 
1963 | employer who has 4 or more em- 





4. Work SC A Rob Francis, Dr. Paul Dudley White, Thomas L. David Goldsmith 1963 | ployees on at least 1 day of each ele 
4. Workmen’s Compensation Judges G. ert Franklin, Acting Director of the Workmen's Com-| Morgan R. Seiffert 1964| 20 calendar weeks in the year. No 

Winfield, John J. Stahl and Roger F. Kelly. pensation Division; Chief Justice Joseph Wein- | Monmouth County The increase applies to wages 
5. Workmen’s Compensation Referees James  traub, Hari Gupta of the Ministry of Labor, India;| John M. Pillsbury, paid after December 31, 1961, re- 
J. Bonafield, Richard J. Traynor, Wilbur C. Sick- and Commissioner of Labor Raymond F. Male. Chairman 1962; gardless of when the wages are 3 
ees Henry H. Patterson 1963 | earned. Ric 
: P s Milton A. Stein 1963 The social security tax due eh: 

Court Reporter Writes Shorthand Version Of Bible) = Mr. Shaw is supervisor of court| Max Finegold 1964| from self-employed individuals 
page pe — “ | reporters for the counties of Daniel J. O’Hern 1964;on their income from age 4 - 

Hawthorne, N. J. (ACCN) — It{ mind. en he finished recently, | — - _| Morris County ployment will increase from 4. 
took ten years in his spare time,| Mr. Shaw had transcribed the | a : ee sone = _ Worrall F. Mountain, Jr., percent to 4.7 percent for tax- Pet 
but it was a labor of love and| whole Bible, from Genesis to Rev-|"'S- **¢ Wil! retire next Febru- Chairman 1962| able years beginning after De- Ge 
court reporter James Shaw didn’t! elation, into Pitman shorthand. | 2Ty 1. Milford Salny . 1962} cember 31, 1961. Ww. 
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Statler-Hilton Hotel, New York 


1. Mayor Herman G. Klein of Guttenberg, Governor- 
elect Richard J. Hughes, Mayor Charles J. Weaver of 
No. Bergen, and Sen. William F. Kelly, Jr. 


2. Samuel F. Mongiello and Chris G. Pappas. 

3. Chief Justice Joseph Weintraub, Governor-Elect 
Richard J. Hughes and Hon. James Rosen, dinner 
ehairman. 


4. Picture includes William V. Musto, George P. 
Moser, Kenneth Von Schaumberg, William V. Roveto, 
Peter J. Peletz, Jr., D. James Orlando, Frank G. Hahn, 
George P. Moser, Jr., Marvel S. Platoff and Robert 
W. Bazzani. 


5. Francis X. Crahay and Arthur J. Sills. 
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6. Harold Halpern; Ass’n President, Hon. A. Alfred 
Fink; Annamarie V. Paterno, Alex R. DeSevo. (Rear) 
Hon. James Rosen, Louis P. Brenner and Col. Isidore 
Hornstein. 

7. Congressman Cornelius E. Gallagher, Charles J. 
Weaver, Bernard A. Schwartz, Robert F. Sabello and 
U. S. Senator Harrison A. Williams. 

8. Hon. James A. Coolahan, Hon. Alfred M. Cozzi, 
Hon. Charles De Fazio, Jr. and Hon. Benedict A. Beronio 

9. Picture includes Harry and Nathan Baker, Sam- 
uel J. Davidson, Charles Jr. and M. Edward De Fazio, 
Enrico I. Gnassi, Rocco A. Gratale, Joseph Kaplan, 
William Perricelli and Albert J. Shea. 

10. Congressman Cornelius E. Gallagher, Hon. A. 
Alfred Fink, and Hon. Julius Kwalik. 
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11. Hon. Andrew A. Salvest, Mario M. Polcari, Hon. 
Sol Schulman and Hon. Eugene L. Lora. 

12. Hon. Warren W. Wilentz and William F. Hanlon. 

13. Nathan J. Littauer, Robert H. Wall, Morton 
Isaacs, and Alan Kraut. 

14. Former Ambassador Phelps Phelps and William 
T., I. Charles and John C. Lifland. 

15. John J. Lemken, August W. Heckman, Hon. 
John Drewen, Hon. Thomas F. Meaney, John R. Kelly 
and Michael A. Szadkowski. 

16. Picture includes Richard J. and William M. 
Feinberg, Hon. John Drewen, Jack Feinberg, Joseph 
Brisick, Vincent T. Dee, John Di Staulo, Michael Per- 
rella, Herbert J. Schulman, William J. Stillman and 
M. Stanley Susskind. ‘ 
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Compensability Of Heart Disease 





(Continued from page .7) 





conservatism of the medical pro- 
fession, and you will find that 
the employer finds willing allies 
in his continuing effort to ob- 
struct and dilute the purposes 
and aims of the workmen’s com- 
pensation laws. 

This unholy alliance was one 
of the factors which led to the 
abolition of the private enter- 
prise system of workmen’s com- 
pensation in England under the 
Beveridge Plan. William A. Rob- 
son, Professor of Public Admin- | 


istration in the University of | 
London, wrote in part as fol- 
lows:™* 


“Money, time and profession- 


al skill were squandered for} 4 


more than half a century in 
a scandalously wasteful man- 
ner in settling these claims. 
The fundamental reason was 
that, instead of a claim for 
compensation being determined 
on the grounds of public inter- 
est, it was 
structed at every stage by the 
adverse interest of the employ- 


er or his insurance company. 
The resources of numerous 
legal and medical practition- 


ers were devoted to resisting 
the payment of compensation 
to 
dependents 
been killed, 
human and 
volved. 
“These were the 
ations which led me to con- 
clude in 1942, that ‘the system 
of workmen’s compensation as 
it now exists is indefensible, 
and such it will remain until 
the adverse interest of the em- 
ployer or his insurance com- 
pany or mutual trade associ- 
ation is removed, and the de- 
termination of the claim car- 


of one who had 
regardless of the 
social issues in- 





| 


| 
| 


opposed and ob- | 


} 


an injured workman or the| 


lead to 


” 


dependents! 
plied) 
Professor Robson’s words are 
indeed prophetic for they presage 
the abolition in the United 
States, as was done in England, 
of the present system of work- 
men’s compensation and _ its 
eventual integration into a com- 
prehensive social security system. 
I do not welcome or relish this 
change, for the rigid minds of 
bureaucratic administrators can 
matching evils.” Yet I 
warn the carriers that they 
|'should not kill the goose that 
lays the golden egg that has 
made them so prosperous an in- 
| dustry. 
The medical advocates for in- 
ustry have persistently recom- 
mended for adoption the panel 
system of “impartial medical 
testimony.” May I suggest that 
the term be altered to ‘“predeter- 
mined medical testimony”. 
That’s exactly what it became in 
Michigan in 1937. Only when we 
became convinced that the opin- 
ions of the panel members were 
subject to the infirmities of their 
economic and social interests 
|}and views, did we ask our court 
to declare the panel system un- 
constitutional, which it did.” 
We should note that it would 
be, in theory, to the injured 
claimant’s interest if, with little 
or no cost, he could obtain quali- 


(emphasis sup- 


| fied expert opinion in aid of his 


consider- | 


ried out by an administrative | 
tribunal or commission having | 


regard only to the public inter- 
est in the injured man or his 
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just claim for benefits. But we 
likewise note that the further- 
|ance of this scheme of impartial 
medical testimony is led by a 
clique of industrial physicians - 
many of whom have never or 
seldom appeared as a witness 
for a claimant. The plaintiff's 
bar, for whom I can only unof- 
ficially speak, is almost unani- 
mously opposed to the abridg- 
ment of the right to try a com- 
pensation claim in the same 
manner as are all other casualty 
or contract claims, i.e., by adver- 
sary proceedings. 
We observe that 


this panel 


system does not have the official 





|American Railroad Meeting 
| 1960, stated: 


doubts as to the merits of 


approval of the American Medi- 
cal Association. 

Mr. C. Joseph Stetler, counsel 
for the American Medical Associ- 
ation, in a speech before the 
in 


“First the American Medical 
Association as an organization 
has not formally endorsed 
them (impartial medical pan- 
els) unqualifiedly.” 

He thereafter expressed serious 
the 
plan. It is my firm belief that 
many of the industrial doctors 
wish to overrule the decisions of 
the highest courts of almost all 


the jurisdictions that strain, 
physical, mental or emotional, 
1 anhee Myth of Admini 
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can, under proper circumstances, | 
accelerate or aggrevate a pre- | 
existing disease. I would suggest | 
that doctors practice medicine | 
and leave the application of facts 
and law to properly designated | 
administrators and courts. 

I have noted no valid defense 
at law to the compensability of 
claims for injuries resulting in 
death or disability by cardiovas- 
cular disease. The carriers do, 
however, propogandise the pub- 
lic, the legislature and the press 
with the pitiful cry of bankrupt- 
cy - due to the high cost of such 
“unjust” heart claims. 

Dr. Earl F. Cheft, of the Uni- 
versity of California, in his just! 
published book “Injury and Re- 
covery in the Courts of employ- 
ment” ably discusses the cost 
probiem. He states: 

“Available evidence suggests 
that the problem of borderline 
cases is not a major drain on 
the system, as is often con- 
tended in popular discussions. 
For example, a study in New 
York, one of the states where 
court interpretations began the 
trend toward liberalization, 
found that workmen’s comp- 
ensation payments to heart 
disease cases amounted to only 
about 4 per cent of compensa- | 
tion benefits. Moreover, two 
California Heart Association 
studies concluded that ‘. 
heart disease claims filed 
(1948-1961) were not very great 
in comparison to the size of 
the State’s population and to 
the number of deaths caused 
by heart disease; heart claims 
constituted 1.7 per cent of all 
claims decided by the Indust- 
rial Accident Commission dur- 
ing this period .. . It may also 
be pointed out the allegation 


that every claim gets an 
award has not been substan- 
tiated.’ A more recent analy- 


sis of California cases strongly 
supports this contention that 
heart cases are not a signific- 
ant element in overall comp- 
ensation experience”.” 
Another proposed remedy is 
the relief of liability by the cre- 


ation of a Second Injury Fund 
which places the bulk of liability 
in aggravation cases upon the 


public through taxation or upon 
industry as a whole. It should be 
borne in mind that most cardiac 
injuries would not qualify under 
the majority of Second Injury 
Fund laws. The more serious in- 
cidents often occur to employees 
with long senority, who have ex- 
perienced the wear and tear of 
aging and effort which finally 
precipitates a cardiac episode, 
but who have had no known prior 
cardiac difficulty, and therefore 
would not have been registered 
in advance as a candidate for 
Second Injury Fund benefits. 

The experience of the Second 
Injury Fund in New York, a 
liberal one, shows that in a 
year only 35 claims involved 
heart injuries, and only 21 of 
them received benefits.* I believe 
that the New Jersey experience 
is quite similar and that only a 
negligible number of heart claims 
are filed with its Second Injury 
Fund. 


Nevertheless, in demanding 
such a Fund, the employers claim 
that it will aid in the employ- 
ment and rehabilitation of the 
known cardiac. This claim is not 
borne out by the study of Second 
Injury Fund made in New Jer- 
sey and Iowa and reported in| 


(1960 by your able Director of 


Workmen’s Compensation, Tho- 
mas C. Franklin.” In the previous 








year, 1959, investigation showed 
Wiles \S 
Harold F 
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Clyde Christie 
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Francis V. D. Lloyd 
Burlington County 
Harold B. Wells, 
Martin L. Haines 
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Carl J. Geiges, Chairman 
F. Morse Archer, Jr. 
Benjamin Asbell 
Raymond J. Jubanyik 
John H. Reiners, Jr. 
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Nathan C. Staller, Chairman 
Albert M. Ash 
Palmer M. Way, Jr. 














a similar r experience for the state 
of New York.‘ 

Throughout the land there is| 
the cry that workmen’s compen- | 
sation benefits are becoming too 
liberal, that decisional progress 
means less profits or even loss 
for industry. Let us look at the 
facts. The United States Depart- 
ment of Health, Education 
Welfare, in its last report indi- 
cated that there had been an 
10.3% ncrease in 
compensation benefits 
out the country from 1958 to 
1959. The increase in Michigan 
was 10.7%, an increase 
called for editorials denouncing 
our extravagant court. In New 
Jersey the increase was only 
6.99 
the national 
spite these 
amounts, 
tion, 
profits for the carrier, has with 
Slight yearly fluctuations, 
mained for years less than 1% 
the covered payroll dollar.® 


average. And de- 
increases in dollar 
the cost of compensa- 


When we compare this insigni- 
ficant 1% with the 9% of the 
covered payroll dollar paid for 
other security and fringe bene- 
fits, we become convinced that 
workmen’s compensation has 
without sane reason become a 


bloody battle ground upon which | 


many die or become disabled 
without payment of adequate 
compensation benefits 


I have an abiding faith that 
the State of New Jersey will not 
be deterred in its progress and 
will not be led down the path of 
confusion, to the despair of its 


citizens, its workers and its em- | 
ployers alike. 


following are| 
appointed to the Committees on} 
in the! 


Jr., Chairman 


and | 


workmen’s | 
through- | 


which | 


¢, about one-third less than | 


including medical care and | 


re- | 
of | 
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} Scott Scammell, II 
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} J. Conner French 
H. Collin Minton, Jr. 
| Middlesex County 
| Huyler E. Rommond, Chairman 
| Peter D. Campbell 
Baruch S. Seidman 
| Arthur J. Sills 
Edward L. Webster, Jr. 
Monmouth County 
Henry E. Ackerson, Jr., 


Chairman 
Solomon Lautman 
| Theodore D. Parsons 


Maurice A. Potter 
J. Frank Weigand 
Morris County 
Frank C. Scerbo, Chairman 
William R. Albrecht 
Lloyd L. Rosenberg 
, Ocean County 
Franklin H. Berry, Chairman 
Edward M. Rothstein 
Francis J. Ward 
Passaic County 
James M. Dunn, Chairman 
John G. Dluhy 
| Samuel Doan 
Forster W. Freeman, Jr. 
William A. Hengeveld 
Irving I. Rubin 
Salem County 
John M. Summerill, Jr., 
Chairman 
S. Rusling Leap 
Joseph Narrow 
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Joseph C. Murphy 
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Is A Broad Second Injury Fund A Solution To 
The Heart Problem? 





By Sol Kapelsohn* 


Judge Winfield, Mr. 
Counselor Meredith, Ladies and 
Gentlemen. My opening greet- 






ings, are equally extended to 
those, under whose auspices this 
Third Annual Conference has 
been so ably conceived and 
planned so that the Conference 


the audience 
leaders of 
labor, the 
profession 
The 


is distinguished by 
presence of judges, 
both industry and 
cream of the medical 
and others in such numbers. 


issue now up for discussion is, 
“Is A Broad Second Injury Fund 
A Solution to the Heart Prob- 
lem”? 

This problem has been under 
intensive study for n y years 







and by thousands of public spir- 





ited humane persons. The cre- 
ation of so many rehabilitation 
clinics, cardiac evaluation centers 
and other institutions for study 





of the working and living poten- 
tialities of the handicapped, the 
increased activation of govern- 
mental rehabilitation depart- 
ments, the committees and 
studies of great medical groups, 
the business incorporation 
dustries designed specif 
give employment to the 
capped, such as the fine and suc- 
cessful industrial operation of 
our coO-panelist Mr. Solomon, are 
a measure of our public concern. 
But it is wrong to assume that it 
is these developments h hav 














created the present interest in 
the Second Injury Fund as an 
aid to rehabilitatiz mployment 
of the handicapp ac- 





which I have menti 
sO much a cause of any- 


tiwvitiac 
tiV101eS 





are not 


thing as they are a result of the 
conditions which we now and 
forever throughout our lives will 
face. 

In steady and greater propor- 
tionate increase a even the 
increase of our population, we 
have the numbers of those con- 


genitally deformed, the injured 
veterans of industry, tl 
dischargees of ever 
some global conflict 
nations, and above 
Stantly increasing h 
thousands, of people 
just simply living longer 
their forbears would 

dreamed to be a human 
ty. The numbers kee 
bigger and correspor 
need becomes greater f 
individuals seeking se 
tion to place them in in 
and commerce so th h 
achieve their produc 1 
tialities, and so that tl ‘ i 
burden relating to them may no 
rest solely on family, v 
ment and on yarn 
tionship of all th 






















compensation pclae injury 
funds is nation-wide and our 
inquiry h rt 


ere is but a counter; 
of inquiries on the same I 
in state after state and 
out the nation. A mov 
this kind is no accident. It has 
its own logic. The logic of neces- 
sity. And the mere fact tha is 





emen 
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Solomon, | 





and by itself as clear an indica- 
tion as we should need that the 
relationship is real, the relation- 
ship between the handicapped, 
including the cardiac handi- 
capped, and the workmen’s com- 
pensation second injury fund. 
In New Jersey we have a Second 
Injury Fund and have had it for 
38 years. Second Injury Funds 
are part of the law in the Dist- 
rict of Columbia, in Puerto Rico 
and in 45 of the 50 states. What 
we have in New Jersey is popular- 
ly known as the 1% Fund, be- 
cause the funds which support 
it come from the obligation of 
industry to make payments 
thereto up to a maximum of 1% 
of the amount of the workmen’s 
compensation awards paid out. 

that they actually pay a full 
1% into the Fund. They actually 
pay only a fraction of that be- 
cause under our law the Fund is 
never required to have more than 
one and one-half million dollars 
in its treasury, and new imposi- 
tion goes into effect only as the 
Fund drops below that balance. 
Just what is this Fund? It is a 
special fund set up within the 
administrative framework of the 
workmen’s compensation system 
to insure that an employer who 
hires a handicapped worker will 
in the event such worker suffers 
a subsequent injury on the job, 
be respor isible for payment only 
for that injury and not for the 
» disability. What we have 
in ‘te Jersey is a narrow second 
injury fund. Assume a worker 
who already suffers a handicap; 
the handicap may be because of 






disease or loss of a limb or or- 
gan, or anything which makes 


him physically less than whole. 
That handicap might be because 
9f a prior compensable or non- 
compensable accident or because 
of some disease acquired over 
the years, or it might be con- 
genital. Assume that worker sus- 
tains an injury in employment 
yhich injury of itself would not 
y result in total perman- 
disability under out statu- 
standards, but the injury 
added to the prior dis- 
é y renders the worker total- 
ly and veneanaes! ly disabled. In 
such case, the employer will pay 
ie for that portion of the total 

nd permanent disability which 
is ascribable to a specific acci- 
dent in his shop. The 1% Fund 
picks up the burden from there. 
There are many cases, that are 
not covered by a fund of this 
ype. The plan to compensate 
the worker for all of the injury 
with which he finally finds him- 
self does not extend to cases of 
partial disability or even per- 
manent partial disability. Nor 
does it extend to cases of total 
permanent disability caused in 
part by the new accident, in part 

the employee’s physical con- 
dition at the time he first started 
to work for this employer, but 
also partly because of some de- 
generative or progressive con- 
dition of increase in the handi- 
cap from the date of the employ- 
ment in the shop until the date 
he had this final accident. Our 
1% Fund doesn’t apply in a case 
of total and permanent disabili- 
ty where part of it represents the 
physical condition in which the 
man started his job and part of 
it represents the effect of the 
accident, but part of it also 
is result of the progressive 
or degenerative sequence subse- 
quent to the accident itself, even 
though the total result may be in 
existence resulting in full dis- 
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ing or the presentation of a later | 
claim. A broad second injury fund 


{could be designed to cover all of | 


this and to provide compensa- | 
tion for a permanently disabled 
worker in my example, whether 
his permanent disability is total 
or partial and regardless of just 
what are all of the contributing 
causes and when they arose, pro- 
vided only that his entire claim 
is at least in part based upon a 
new industrial injury. 

My concern here today is with 
the cardiac handicapped. When 
we talk about a broad second 
injury fund we aren’t talking 
about a Cardiac Fund, we are 
talking about a fund for the in- 
dustrially handicapped and the 
cardiac is only one part of that 
group, but is a part of this 
great number of unfortunates 
which has received a great deal 
of thou and attention in re- 
cent years because the legal prob- 
lems are so difficult in respect to 
the application of existing work- 


men’s compensation laws. Our 
courts wrestled with the 
problem just what cardiac dis- 
ability could fairly be attribut- 
able to industrial occurrence 
and to extent in terms of 


workmen’s compensation awards, 
because card knowledge is so 





incomplete imperfect and 
because of differences of 
opinion > extent to which 
cardiac irrences should be 
held ‘ase attributable to 


industrial exertion. Great fear 
has been built up in large 
ments ndustry regarding em- 
ployment of cardiacs and there 


seg- 


is muc ployer resistence to 
hiring them 

A few of our New Jersey em- 
ployers and practically all of the 
local insurance industry have 
questioned whether it is in fact 


are reluct- 
or other 


true that empl 
ant to hire cardiacs 
handicapped persons. Thei 
skeptic them _ great 
credit. It them great credit 
ahah it places them among 
the cc t ly few who recog- 


yyers 


qaoes 








nize the great values to be 
achieved from the hiring of car- 
diacs and other disabled as well 








and financial 
elves and the 
so doing, and who 
1 informed to real- 
ize that w proper care and 
planning and under proper su- 
pervision neither the compen- 
yr the other indus- 


as the industrial 
benefits to thems 
community 
are well en 








sation 










trial costs need be increased by 
such hirings. But we must face 
the facts as we find them and not 
as we to have tnem. 


The hart 
fear of ind 


the case is that 
trial accident involv- 
ing the and other handi- 
capped ns, fear of conse- 
quent sharp rise workmen’s 
compensation 
substantial barrier 
ment of the se 


in 
costs, 
to employ- 
people. 





This is not just a labor view. 
I might but I wo sep quote from 
the findings of the AFL-CIO, of 
UAW, of great electrical 


unions and others in that cate- 
gory. Less than 3 years ago the 
Commit Cardiac Rehabili- 
tation of Essex County Heart As- 
sociation, following a local study 
of the problem, issued a report 
that fol und as a result of 
then-recen > Supreme Court 
decisions ‘ardiac compensa- 
tion case employers of 
New Jersey are afraid that they 
may be saddled with a compen- 








sation claim for every employee 
whose heart gets worse during 
his empl Our State 
Heart As 1 early this year 
came to the same conclusion, 
saying t february report, 





“The sit 
of cardi: 
— th 


tion as to employment 
worsened to the 
virtually ly _impos- 
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is a real and} 


a new employer”. American Heart | 
Association through its similar 
Committee has come to the same 
conclusion following intensive 
studies in various parts of the 


country including Utah, the State | 


of Washington and Oklahoma. 


The Committee in Utah said in| 


its published findings, 


“Workers | 


known to have or suspected of | 


heart disease are finding it more 
difficult to secure employment”. 
And in a later fuller memoran- 
dum pointed to the filing of car- 
diac workmen’s compensation 
claims and said, “This has en- 
gendered considerable fear on the 
part of employers and insurance 
carriers that the employment of 
cardiacs will result in substan- 
tial rises in the cost of workmen’s 
insurance”. 


frseagncs as of the time of a hear-| sible for a cardiac to be hired by | |New York Judge Permits 


Wiretap Narcotics 
Evidence 


Syracuse, N.Y. (ACCN)—De- 
spite the federal law forbidding 
the use of wiretap evidence, a 
Syracuse, N.Y., County Judge has 
allowed the introduction of such 
data in a narcotics trial before 


him. Judge Leo W. Breed of 


|Onondaga County allowed 55 


That was in 1954. | 


The following year, upon a simi- | 


lar study under Heart Association 
auspices in the State of Wash- 
ington, the conclusion was stated 
“Industry is developing a resist- 
ance to the employment of per- 
sons with heart disease”. In a 
special article copywrited by the 
Massachusetts Medical 
regarding heart disease in Mas- 
sachusetts in relation to the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, it 
was stated as one of the conclu- 
sions that employers don’t want 
the compensation cost liability of 
employing the disabled persons 
and “as a result persons with 
heart disease and all older per- 
sons are paying the penalty by 
being denied needed employment 
of which they may be quite cap- 
able”. In a 1957 address to the 
IAIABC by General Maas, Chair- 
man of the president’s Commit- 
tee on Employment of the Phy.i- 
cally Handicapped, great atten- 
tion was placed on the refusal of 
industry to hire handicapped 
persons specifically because of 
fear of increased workmen’s com- 
pensation costs. In a copywrited 
article published in a periodical, 
“Industrial Medicine and Sur- 
gery’, Dr. Sparkman, chairman 
of the Rehabilitation Commit- 
tees of the Washington Heart 
Association and the American 
Heart Association, said in 1959, 
among other things, that there 
is employer resistence to employ- 
ment of those with heart disease 
because of the workmen’s com- 
pensation claims awards and the 
cost connected therewith. The 
1961 report of the Subcommittee 
on Subsequent Injury Funds of 
the IAIABC analyzed a recent 5- 
state study made under the aus- 
pices of the Federal Bureau of 
Labor Standards. That study dis- 
closes that a majority of employ- 
ers are reluctant or absolutely 
unwilling to hire cardiacs and 
other handicapped persons, that 
to a substantial degree the reluc- 
tance is based on a fear of Work- 
men’s Compensation costs con- 
nected therewith, and above all, 
that among those reluctant or 
unwilling employers their replies 
to questionnaires ws. that 
their reluctance or unwillingness 
would be eliminated if in their 
states there was adoption of a 
broad second injury fund. 

So you will understand the 
basis of my conclusion which I 
present to you, that a broad sec- 
ond injury fund is part of the 
necessary solution to the prob- 
lem of employment of the cardi- 
ac. It is not the whole solution. 
Training and rehabilitat 
part of it. Public education is 
another part of it. But the part 
which this legislation will and 
must play is substantial and it 
is immediately necessary. We 
have the _Problem of who shall 


sh 


ion is 


1 page 12, col 1 3) 


Society | 





tape-recorded telephone conver- 
sations to be played by a New 
York State police officer in the 
prosecution of four persons ac- 
cused of conspiring to operate 
an international narcotics ring. 


Defense counsel had objected 
that the judge, the prosecutor, 
and the police officer would be 
guilty of a crime in allowing 
wiretap evidence when forbidden 
by federal law. Assistant Syra- 
cuse District Atty. Irwin B. Birn- 
baum countered with the asser- 
tion that no federal case specifi- 
cally holds that New York State’s 
wiretap law violates the federal 
law. 

Westchester County District 
Attorney Robert T. Trainor has 
said that he will continue to in- 
troduce wiretap evidence in state 
courts in his New York City su- 
burban community. However, the 
Manhattan District Attorney, 
Frank Hogan, has discontinued 
prosecution of another narcotics 
case on the strength of the fed- 
eral prohibition. 











SOMEONE 
LOCATED? 


RRACERS CO. OF AMERICA 
513 MADISON AV., N.Y. 22, N.Y 
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Save by mail. 
We pay postage both ways. 





SAVINGS and 


LOAN ASSOCIATION 
120 So. Orange Ave. 
Newark 3, N. J. 
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Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


MORGAN CO. 
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COMMERCIAL 


60 PARK PLACE 
NEWARK 2. N. J. 
Mitchell 2-7989 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





District Court Presiding Judges And 


Opinions Approved For Publication 
Supervising Clerks 


SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
| Levitt v. Colonial Boat Works, 
Inc. et als (Atlantic Co. L-17536- 
| 60, decided October 31, 1961) 
| Granted defendant’s motion. 





Dated: December 5 
ESTATE OF SAMUEL WILDSTEIN, 
| deceased. 


be Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4 
{th WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Esse 
t 


(Continued from page 1) 











SUPREME COURT OF NEW JERSEY f 
ORDERED that the following judges and clerks of the County | anderaigned. " Executore of eaid doceeccd oy 
District Courts are hereby designated, pursuant to NJ.S. 2A:6-13 | erg Eg BE RR 
and NJ.S. 2A:6-17, the Presiding Judges and Supervising Clerks | [2dr path or affirmation. their claims 


in the counties indicated for the calendar year 1962, and the prin- | withip six months from this date. or they 


defendant. The attorneys are! 
without standing to prosecute | 
the appeal, either by their filing | 
of a nunc pro tunc notice of ap- 
peal in their own name as at- 

















3 : Held that defendant partnership | will be foreve d from prosecuti 
See ae, te eee was not duly and properly served | ot ae of the courts in such counties shall be in the city in- | recovering the ‘same against” the subscribers 
client’s name. | UR.R. 4:4-4(e)). Copy of sum-| fae IDELITY UNION TRUST COMPANY 

/mons and complaint was sent|County Presiding Judge Supervising Clerk Principal Office Fe ne ARE @ RRSEE. 
Books et al v. Dee Realty Co. Inc. | registered mail, return receipt; Bergen Morris Malecn Frank H. Moloney Hackensack ‘tant Na 
(App. Div., A-508-60, decided De-; requested, to defendant partner|Camden Charles A. Rizzi Howard J.Theckston Camden | Dec. 14 ‘3, : 
cember 6, 1961) |at premises where he was then | Essex Joseph B.Sugrue — — Newark = ” iain ee Conia _ 
On appeal from $5,000 judg- | Conducting his own _ business,| Hudson A. Alfred Fink Henry W. Murphy Jersey City | EReEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ment for plaintiff superintend-| Which was not the registered of-| Middlesex IsidorM.Dubrow Jeanette Horowitz New Brunswick To. ail fo whom these. presente may come, 
ent of apartment house, whose| fice of the partnership. The} Morris Wm. H. H. Ely Louis Marion Morristown | . Saas: te eaddiaune dinaeminins. 
principal compensation consist-|S¥mmons and complaint were | (pro tem) by duly authenticated ecord of the proceed. 
ed of use and occupancy of | ”°t mailed to defendant partner | Passaic ArthurC.Dunn Marie Chadwick Paterson E the unanimone consent of all "ie Ga 
apartment by her husband and| 8 registered agent of the part-| Union Harold W. Borden Wm. Severson, Jr. Elizabeth [aeons possi pion ped nig 
herself, against landlord-em- | ership, nor to the partnership's | By the Court, ion of this ian cae 3 prine 
ployer for injuries sustained as| Principal place of business. |__ /s/ Joseph Weintraub, CJ. | sngiewood, ‘Coun cay 
ew Jersey (Abr am Leb 











being the agent therein and in charge tlicreo!, 


result of the fall of a kitchen) p F . a 
eadling v. Sirotta et al (Bur-| | LEGAL NOTICE: 

cabinet in her apartment, where | ;; a Second ‘Ani ur Fund s upon whom be ed). b 

. lington Co., L-428-60, decided | i ry iat aera ara 14, 

a orporations yveneral, of evised tatutes 


it is alleged that defendant de- 
layed in repairing a water leak 


December 4, 1961) 


| 


OF NEW JERSEY 
STATE 
DISSULUTION 


STATE 


(Continued from page 11) DEPARTMENT OF 








| Denied motion of each de-| pi 
apartment and weakened the| fendant for summary judgment! pay the freight. It may “be that 
cabinet supports, plaintiffs’ brief | of dismissal. Plaintiff alleges he| one or both of my co- panelists 
is suppressed and they are di- | #Pplied to defendant company | will specifically discuss S-37 and 

|for a job, the Co. sent him to a|A-101 introduced in the 1961 


which soaked the walls of the 





CERTIFICATE OF 
ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 








of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Diseolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Eleventh day of Dece 1961, 
| my office a duly executed and attested consent 

in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
| Poration, executed by all the stockholders 
| thereof, which said cousent and the record 


mInber, 





rected to file a proper and ade- : 
j : me : F is cece vic) ae ciececiak GOLD LAND ©O., INC 
quate one. Mere paucity of case | ¢0ctor for examination, that doc- | New age legislative session. I tion of this $ whose || of the ‘proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
thority di tly td |tor referred him to defendant} am not commenting directly on ia my said office as provid 7 law. 
author irectly in poin wend PP tor for X- X- ; ib h t nty of TESTIMONY WHEREOF, } 
not excuse failure to respond to| °ctor for X-ray exam, the ray| that proposal but rather on the : ar Serace Rien (Oo eky | bave hereto set my hand and at- 
hall |doctor negligently made erron-| general principle. I strongly be- tals the agent : therein and in charge thereof, fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
challenging arguments from| | si upon whom process may be served). has ‘hin Bloseith Gar Gf Doce 
principle and case analogy sub- }eous report that X-rays showed | lieve that setting up a broad | compues with te age gs od "Gtat aa Seal) A.D., one thousand ine hun 
‘ Hy eae: 7 r > , iniurv if Corporations, General, o v tatu ‘ Sener ne. eee 
mitted in defendant’s brief. reactivated tuberculosis, result- | convene nga —, ype of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing Biwal ak ro PATTEN 
‘ x - . ee ae ‘ th rtifica ssolution. Secretar State ; 
ing in denial of the joo to plain-| 2 statutory balance of 3 million | « NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of Pe ee eg: at i. om 


dollars will not occasion industry 
any objectionably substantial in- 
crease in premium rates. No 
Statistical studies have been of- 


Mattero v. Silverman et al (A-| tiff and extended loss of time 
454-60, decided December 7, 1961) | from his existing employment 

Reversed Law Div. judgment/etc. Court concludes that rela- 
entered for defendants on jury | tionship of physician and patient 
verdict of no cause, in accident] is readily implied and did exist} fered to justify any such claim, 
case where plaintiff while driv-| between plaintiff and X-ray doc-|a claim which has been made 


ing a borrowed panel truck col-| tor, with consequent duty for} again and again. Similar claims 
exercise reasonable| have been made before. I recall 





tate of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Eleventh day 1961, 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are oo on file 
{in my anke office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mr official seal. at Trenton! 














STATE OF NEW git cre tS 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF LI SSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 
Greeting: 
WHBPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
| by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
{ugs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
HOL DING Oo 





lided with tractor-trailer owned} doctor to cenaghi Pesce allis ay gpm 
a , A o. 1¢ : 5 : e Fn this Elevent ay of recember, hast 
by one defendant and driven for|care in the exam and diagnosis. | that in 1945, when workmen’s (g.31) ‘4.D., one thousand ‘nine “bundret tt 
him by another. Fact that|As to the company if it chooses compensation benefit rates were ands 1 
plaintiff was violating R.S. 39:3-|to subject prospective employee | increased 25% on the advice of a Secretary of State. ae. 
} |Comr tedd o tl L.J Dex 14 1, 28 $21.60 holes the agent therein and in poset ehere yf 
13, by driving on permit while| to a physical exam by physician | mission appointed during the | - cee a — | upon whom process may served) bas 
a ) ae ; | complied with the requirements of Title 14 
administration, industry, Dated: December 2 pene Mg Gaeant oF Ete Soe 


not being accompanied by a 


ensed driver, should not have]see that exam is conducted in|and particularly the insurance 


been admitted into evidence in|manner which will assure the | business, had argued strongly 
the absence of proof of a causal | reasonably fair and accurate | |against it, called it confiscatory 
connection between the viola-| evaluation of the applicant’s fit-| |and state socialism and what- 


lic- | chosen by it, it owes him duty to| Edge 





OF FRANK J. LUSARD lece 


ESTAT! 
Pursuant te the order of DAV ID H. W ELN. 


ER, Surrogate 
day made on the application of the under- 
signed, Executor of said deceased, notice is 
hereby given to the creditors of said deceased 
to exhibit to the subscriber, under oath or 






















of the County of Easex. this | 






of New Jersey. preliminary 
of this Certificate of Diseolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. lo Hereby 
ica _ the said corporation did. on the 

lay f December, 1961, file 


mys pen a duly executed and attested consent 








: ‘ = fever, and to justify i laims affirmation, their claims and demands against 
tion and the happening of the | ness. ieee. eines justify - —— IS | the estate of said deceased within six months | in writiag to the dissolution of sald cor: 
accident. Nor should evidence _— they increased the workmen’s from this date. or they will be forever barred poration. executed by all the stockholders 
} wee 5 avin v. Camden et als (Camden |! | compensati on insurance rates from prosecuting or recovering the same thereof, which said couxent and the record 
that plaintiff was an unlicensed} Go 1,-12843-60 PW. decided De-| : ati g é against the subscriber. At the nencaulices Ataredall ace woe aa fle 
Ses y ati ’ | 20%. But before the end of 1947 GEORGE 8 HOC es in my raid office as provided by law. 
driver operating on a learner’s cember 1, 1961) | rerahay ncpeags Teach wet iS. HOCHBERE torney IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. | 
ac nigierc admitted, re yon Granted defendants’ motion | echt eecee aes as - nae co amend cask ae Seaneee: 
sta yo R o o 28 
“ert Stating as @ fact anes for summary judgment in tax- | more than wiped out the 20% in- Sacra ist antes his h day of Decemt 
plaintiff was “an inexperienced | payer's action against city seek-| cre d brought tl as ae 7. 1981 eee mee 
driver” where no evidence of| jcrease an rought the level | psrare or Mary S. deceased ee 
ing to invalidate resolution ged |down lower than it was before Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. Be for ee 
that matter was present other - ane as WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, - 9 
2 ae an emergency appropriation, . : : nee . $2 
than that he was driving on |the benefits were increased. I this day’ made on the application of the = e 
sae Né : as declare the Parking reir om doubt whether anythi h undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | 
learner’s permit. U r anything muc notice is hereby given to the creditors of STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Law unconstitutional and aad different would happen under | *2!4 deceased. to exhibit to, the subscriber, wet ARTMENT OF STATE 
. imeralicic Stuy : shi ” " . under oath or affirmation, their claims an CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Beverly Sewerage Auth’y v. Del-| ("validate a city ordinance which! the 4-101 proposals. But I do. demands against pine entate of eaid deceased | To ell to whom these presente may come, 
oe . > ¢ > Pgh : rs ithi i months from thi late, or ey reett 
anco Sewerage Auth’y (A-487-60,| Suar anteed a bond issue of the) concede there is room for discus- | wit?!t, months from this date, or they | SAA. Te ceminee te: weer Cnttetnation. 
of the vroceed- 


s parking authority. Suffic- 


recovering the against the subscriber. 


by duly authenticated record 


deci city’s sj : j 
decided December 6, 1961) a it legislative standards sion. Perhaps some portion of THE HOW ‘ARD SAY INGS INSTITUTION | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
Affirmed Law Div. judgment, lent iegisiative S an ards accOM-|the funds could be acquired GALEN B. HALL, Attornes ae suenieons consent of all the stock- ‘ 
pany the delegation of power by through legislative appropria- olders, RotaND HOLDING Co. 


5 N.J. Super. 86, for reasons ex- ees a ‘ 
re the Parking Authorities Law,/ tion. Perhaps we could devote to 


6 
pressed therein. 
































i rporat 


5 inant 
fee is situate 

















ale agree te o ‘ia it at least in part, some of the scree eal Dated: Tr December 5. 300% | ia. the City ot Men 
. . . a y r ~ = ete . IS | a GUS ORNS decease State af Nev 2 
Massotto et al v. Public Service oe wi — Jon Of stand-} moneys which the state recovers “Pursuant. to the order of DAVID H cine tin a pO Senn chistes thareal, , 
Coord. Transport (A-422-60, de-|ards court is not confined to! year after year under our escheat Se ae uments oe ee ee P| ae on oe served). bas 
; ; ‘ 4 this day de on he ppli 01 e ; ' 
cided December 8, 1961) specific sections cited but should | jaws, which would be a particu-  undersizned. Executors of said. deceased | Soe ‘(oe Fequirements of a I 
}. a Peal _ j J . . 
Affirmed judgment on verdict|€xamine the entire act in light) jarly painless way of helping to | Mt it, htrebr Elven, to, the, creditors of | of Haw Jeteer. seeimminery to the iseuies ' 
for $40,000 for plaintiff and $1,250|0f its surroundings and objec-| finance the program. I am not "ner o#th or affirmation, their claime and °'xGw THEREFORE, I the Secretary of 
f S sui tives & : jemands against the estate of said deceased | gtate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
for her husband, suing per quod, s. here arguing for any particular | within six monthe trom this date. or they | Certity that the aald corporation did. on the 
‘ a apie z A | ss will be forever barred from prosecuting or | — : ae a 
in personal injury negligence ac- Calloway v. Wildwood Crest et als} type of legislation or for any | recovering the same againet the subscribers. | leventh day of December, 1961, file 2 
tion 1 i . . 7UST L. MORSCH my office a duly executed and attested consent 
-s eat — patane — moving (Cape May Co. L-207-81 P.W., de- | specific method of raising the THE HOW AR D SAVINGS” INSTITUTION | In writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
from front of bus to obtain a|_. D 196 |funds, but I do argue and urge JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney poration, executed by all the stockholders b 
are cided December 1, 1961) ; 11 Commerce Str thereof, which said cousent and the record {i 
seat in the rear when the oper- Full digest on page 1. | the creation of a broad second | Newark 2. N.J lf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file b 
ator negligently and suddenly 7 : |injury fund as a required aid to | LJ Dec. 14. 21. 28, Jan 4. 11 oe ee ee eneee. 1 ’ 
brought bus toa sharp stop, caus-| Jersey City Sewerage Auth’y v.| the employment of the cardiac ” SuERIT's a E ee Beveto, set my bend = al: a 
: | e “2 4 : j U ( : 0 
ing her to be thrown to the floor.| Housing Auth’y of Jersey City} as well as the other handicapped. SUPERIOR COU RT. oF NEW. JERSEY, ae dia ig fring Pg Pie rp 
For previous appeal see 58 N.J./ (Hudson Co. L-9571-58, decided| The basic consideration is that CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY. | (seal) A.D. wand nine hundred 
Super. 436.) There was no pre-| November 29, 1961) | these people must be readily em-| 4. Adams. Plaintift, and Lorengo Hays | EDWARD J. _PATTEN, 
judicial error in trial court’s; Full digest on page 2. |Ployable. No part of the cost! fefendants EXPCUTION. “For Sete ae | 1.3.—per retary of State. g21) c 
omission to charge specifically | thereof to industry or to govern- | Morteased Premises. anne o 
var , y silos Agneta By virtue of the above stated writ of | 2 . ™ ser 
the “sudden emergency” rule COUNTY COURT ; ment can be more than a trifling Fxeention, ‘to. me. directed. I shall exnoe | orate OF Bee sreenr - 
where bus driver claims other ve-| Elger v. Lindsay et als (Salem/ fraction of the cost to industry fan ‘se ‘Recomta (Rey ye Hom 008: | ro CERTIFICATE “OF DISSOLUTION | 8 
hicle forced him to make sudden} County, Law Div. #902, decided | 2nd government and to everyone {2 Newark._ on Tuesday. the 19th day of | T¢qhetying.waom ‘hese Presents may come, Se 
stop. Court cannot say $40,000| November 30, 1961) |in the community of skills and Time). an that certain tract or parcel | ,, WHUBEAS. It appears to, my the proceed: - 
award to wife was excessive al-| ¥ ee _|energies and abilities going to) tonnte. New Jersey, mare patticuinrly te | ines for the voluntary dissolution thereof ~ 
2 | Held third-party defendant In - write ¢ca ; ¥ de-/| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- t 
ee sas surance Co. liable for defendant's | W@5te of people, being cared for ““TEdiSNine'at a point on the Westerly | Mlders. deposited in my office that ot 
$25,000 in the ad damnum clause} j);,,.):4., ; Sars on a charity basis, of ever in- side of Hiliside Avenne, distant 183 feet SAMFORD METALS CORPORATION in 
liability in auto collision case ; a measured Northerly along the said side of | whe 
of her complaint (before recent | _| creasing relief rolls, of hundreds rinciae Avenue. from the Northerly side of 
where that company had appar aa , t 4 y 
rule amendment). While plain-/ently held out as its agent | Of millions of dollars being re- | $7" jiins Strcet, these (1) ramming sloas ~ 
tiff’s attorney should not have | a solicitin agent who t | quired, unnecessarily I say, for | decrees 15 minntes East 22.07 feet: thence| being the agent therein and in charge thereof. (s 
i fA f g g a recreati t : (2) running North 64 degrees 45 minntes| upon whom process may served), bas 
referred to her suffering pain for | ithat time wrote insurance only | ecreation centers and special peice and passing throngh the narty wall) complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
} si tlitiac ividing the premises herein descrihed f 4 a Revi Statutes 
up to 35 years more (by age tables | for this Co., was its agent by | 20uSing and other facilities for | AO°Shjanine nremices on the Novth’ 56 73 of New Jersey. preliminary tothe ieeulng L. 
her life expectance would be 31| reputation, and had Co.’s sign | handicapped persons whose con- | ‘eet to the rear line of the dwelling stand-| of this Certifica Diseolution. 
P nd diti b 2 ‘ng on the nremises herein described: thence| NOW, SHEREFORE. I, the retary of = 
years), that indirect reference conspicuously display ed on his | ts ion ecomes worsened solely pak running —_. x" masse West 92.91 | State of bet — =" New —. an pg 4 
| aus eet to the Fasteriy line of lands now or/ isan that the said corporation on 
would not warrant reversal. office. The agent had potent | ee ee ee formerty belonging jad gd Sanerbier thence | Sev nth day of December. 1961. file is ES 
j j : tinning along said line Sont eg | e oh Bersales: : 
Barr v. Francks et al (A-550-60, the application for the auto lia- th blic t {% minntes East 149.04 feet to the Westerly | M9 ii a duly executed and attested consent wi 
. bility insurance, accepted the| © Public treasury and the pub- ciao of Hinside Avenue and point and place | !@ writime to the dissolution of sald cor- thi 
decided December 4, 1961) ‘ ; i<| lic morale will be equally dis- | °f BEGINNING. | oration, executed by all the stockholders on 
Fl deat an-onee 5 premium and told defendant his| °° — | ngek Knewe and doctrented ax Stract | Sane gimme nese ant woe ae = 
~ . " y , | ngs aloresa ar now om 
policy had gone through whereas | ‘ 0 lorsey ©) Tiillele Avene. “Nownrt. New| 15 ee anid Giles os provided by. law. pr 
i j i The 4 IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. ! = 
rTrnrsy . 
In re General Assignment for | the Co. had rejected it. The | te he annrovimate amonnt of the Judement | all a ge lg a des 
Creditors of Ridge Estate, Inc. | agent’s contract had a secret pro-|or rejection. But such private | oe eee pig Dollars | 0 = me std cei wil 
° a S nm enty-Nin ts ( 804. 7. { this Seventh day of D ber, A.D., 
(A-4940-60, decided December 5, | vision a ue was only to pro-| agreement could not overcome | i" the coats ot ec = oe vidheeuad CO Oe ee 
e ewar Novem 1961 sixty-one. JO 
MPU fest on page | So he Gator nceplance| agent Weuind tie eamgangy |, A aa Nm | BERR parm : 
i le en ams. Attorney. ecretary of State Ne 
ag pag Pp g 0 bin € company. l g.gaatiee Meee hee 7 14 $38.43 | L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.69 ie 
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SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) A-3 
SUPERIOK CUURT OF NE W_ JERSEY, 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESs COUNTY, 
_DOCKET NO. F-3953-60 Between The 
Nathan Bar ry Com -_ iy, a New Jersey cor- 





poration, Pla W Toney, et 4 
Defendants. “EX bx UTION. For Sale of 
Mortgayzed Premises. 

_ By _ virtue of 
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MANDELB aca & MAN 
L.J.—Deec. 14, 21 J { $ 8198 
STATE OF NEW JEKSEY 
DEPARTMENT UF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, 


come, 


It apnears to my satisfaction, 








by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 
holders, deposited in my office that 
2. AR AMUS ME TAL FABRICATORS 
- ) 4 
‘Ww 
( ‘ sed 
x H ret 
Seventh da ile 
my office a duly execute 1 land attested consent 
jn writing to the dissolution ; 
poration, execute by 
thereof, which sald cous 
of the proceedings afore 
in my said office as pr 
IN TESTIMON 
bave hereto set m 
fixed my officiai we 





NEW JERSEY 

OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE UF DJSSOLUTION 

To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHBPREAS, 


STATE OF 
DEPARTMENT 








by duly au ithenticated record the proc 

{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 





INGS 





pee {ilt . 


root the poor ‘therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom procese may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Tide 14, 
Corporations, General, of 
of New Jersey, preliminary 
of this Certitica of Dissolution. 
Rg! THERE FORE, I, the 
te of the State of New Jersey. 

me that the said corporation did, on the 


Seventh day of December file in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent | 


{n writing to the dissolmtion of said 
Doration, executed by all the 
thereof, wh said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
in my said office a provid y law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I] 


cor- 











have hereto set my hand and af- 
— my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Seventh day of December, A.D 
(Ses isa ~1 and 
J N 
of 
L.J 28 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
EPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin, 


9 - 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 





GARBEN, IM 
a co pores of this St 
office ituated at No Ti 
in tk f N rk 





Ben 


; Jersey (Benjamiz 

being the agent therein and in charge Peony 
upon whom process served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 





(Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Seventh day of Decembe 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 

poration, executed by all the stockholders 
Seat which said cousent and the record 


r GY ;4 f in 





| 








Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | (‘ornorations, General. o Statutes | 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
| of thie Certificate of Dissolution. | of this Certificate of Diseolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of | NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. l)o Hereby | gtate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


It appears to my satisfaction, | 
of 


Revised Statutes | 
to the issuing | 


Secretary of | 
Ibo Hereby | 


stockholders | 


on file | 


in writing to se Sees of said , cOF- ] “4 
poration. executed by ail the ‘stockholders ar an “oY Se a 
thereof, w ich said consent “and the record | th f° - id ont d th rd 
of the proceedings “aforesaid are — ‘ma Oe | eee ich sal comscee S50 the: rece 
in ms eald office as provided by = pe Loy ge ge Fy hy —. on file | 
IN “TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | '@ MY sald oflce 28, provided Oy eo. 
have hereto set my hand and af- have heretc t hand d’ af. 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. | rs 3 = oficial pear - TT ail 
ss fe De A.D. | xed my official seal. at reuton, 
Seal) and f De ver, A.D. 
(Sea ‘ red and 
PTEN > 
r te, »J 
L.J.—Dec $21.60 | f 
1 t.3.—De 21. 2s $21.60 
é: ee icaa tat ccgteiemeabe 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY | 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | STATE OF NEW er 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | DEPARTMENT OF STA 
| To all to whom these presents may come, CERT! FICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Greeting To all to whom these presenta may come, 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, Greeting 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | lis duly authenticated record of the proc 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
holders, deposited in my office that by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 
MEYERS BAKERY, INC. | holders, deposited in my office that 
a corporation of tl Stat whose | | MAIN LIQUOR STORE 
i is sitl lated a f this State. whose principal 
ity of Soar x, ; | 990 Broad 
State of New Jersey (Ja H. Newark, C€ of 
Jerse (Ber s 


of the jet tye Lg a — on file 
id office as provi aw j 
alla eat TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J} 


have hereto set 








Trenton, | have hereto 
jl varie seal. at T ne | fixed my official. xeal. at Trenton? | have hereto set my hand and at- 
nis Seventh day of Dece er, A.D... 1 + S¢ > Ss ‘ poe a 
(Seal) ome thousand and | (can) is Fif fs ~ wits ee Sn ued, mv oMeial seal. at Trenton 
sixty-one. | eal) eee and nin € jundr¢e an _ this FE , ay o December. A.D.; 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, DAW AR > AEN (Seal) one thousa i jundred = an 
Secretary of State pit ae B a 
L.J.—Dee. 14, 21, 25 $21.69 | 1, J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 ; 
L.J.—Dee. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
Dated: November 9, 1961 | Dated: November 10, 1961 Dated: November 27, 1961 
ESTATE OF ANNA M. BEDELL, deceased. | ESTATE OF EDITH 8. ROELL, deceased. ESTATE OF JOSEPH T. STINSON, deceased. | 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H.| ursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex.| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Eesex, | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the | this day made on the ar ae of the | this day e on the application of the 
undersigned, Administrator of said ceased. | undersigned Executrix of said eceased, | undersigned, Executor of said deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | notice is hereby given to the creditors of | notice is bereby given to the creditors of 
eaid deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, | said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, | said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and/ under oath or affirmation, their ciaime and /| under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands againat the estate of said deceased | demands against the estate of said deceased | jemands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they | within six months from this date, or they | within six s from thie date, or fg 
will be forever barred from prosecuting o* | will be forever barred from prosecating or | will be forever barred from prosecutti 
recovering the same against the subscriber | recovering the same against the subscriber. | recovering the same againat the ccheoriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | -EINTH WEBSBKS MOSIER -(nee Dinnin) EPWARD A. STINSON 
JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney | ARTHUR V. TALMAGE, Attorney DURKIN, JR., Attorney 
11 Commerce Street 112 Broad Street "lace 
Newark 2, Bloomfield, N. J J - 
L.J.—Nov. ‘16, 23, 30, Dec. 7, L.J.—-Nov. 16, 23, 30, Dec. 7, 14 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4 





my hand and af- | 


| Cert 


LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY ATE OF NEW sEReRs 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEP ARTMENT OF ST 
CERTIFICATE OF DJSSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, | To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 











by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ingr for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock- the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that 

THE WILSON COMPANY, INC. IDEAI RECORD _PURCHASING CORP. 

a co rpo ration of this Stat whose oe f this State, whose principal 

a s ite 357 Lyons Avenue, 

the ‘ m of County of Essex, 

State of New Jerse Ne (Jack Kozloft 





betes the axent therein and in charge thereof, 

upon whom process be served). 

complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
vised 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon’ whom procese may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 


Certify that the said vapetmanev did, on the | (‘ertifs that the said corporation did, on the 





Sixth day of Decem , 961, file Twenty-eighth da of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent | my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- | in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockbolder* | poration, executed by all the stockholdere 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | thereof, which said cousent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are a on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on & 
























in my said office as provided by la | = j ? ~ 
IN 'TESTIMUNY WHEREOF, 1 | 2 ™ sald office ae provid et EHNOF. 3 | 
have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mr official seal. at Trenton, | fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | 
ee this Sixth day of Dece A.D., ty-« h day of November, 
(Seal) 9 t 1 e ob i and|/(s A.D t sand nine hundred 
sixty-one . 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, WARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. g + State 
L.J.—Dee. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 | ng I 2 OR $21.80 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Tack ta whois theta preuentd da Cee, 
To all to whom these presenta may come, Greeting 
Greeting: WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | 5 guiy authenticated record of the proceed- 
| by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
ings for tbe voluntary dissolution thereof by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | yiigers, deposited in my office that 
holders, deposited in my office that 658 CORPORATION 
UNION STOVE & AP PLI ANC ES, INC. 1a corpor t State principal 
a co t this State. v ir ] it Hill Road, | 
off yp) f nbow Lakes, 
} in it ty. Oe Bin M s New Jersey 
| State of Ne Ww € (Marvel T | agent ther 
belug the agent therein and in charge thereof, | 2! whom pr Mean 
upon wiem process may be served). hae 1 9 with a 1e 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, | Ai v7 ms. Gen- 
irporations, General, of Revised Statutes | €: ! New Jersey. 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the ieeuinge | 1is Certificate 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 
: NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of i Secretary of 
¥ | State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby S ys Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the | t did. on the 
} ao ¢ an a ‘1961. file in 
Sixth day o De r 1961, file in 





my ie a duly eacaiad and attested ype 


my office a duly executed ond attested consent | 1) writing to the dissvlution of sai 











In writing to the dissolution of said cor- } 2 | 
, poration, executed by all the stockholders 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | thereof, which said cousent and the record 
thereof, which said cousent and the record | uf the proceedings aforesaid are now on Ble 
|} of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file in mr said office as provided by law. 
in my said office as provided by law IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1} have hereto set my hand and af- 
have hereto set my hand and af | fixed mv official seal. at Trenton 
fixed mv official seal. at Trenton, 
ie Sixth ¢ ee | t lay of Dec A.D. 
Seal) pase ot ra tery : } (Sea ind nine and 
sixty. one ‘ SD xcetniaead 
ape ; PATTEN L J. PATTEN, 
Secret State oy g rey e0 
J De 42 2s $21.60 j1 J th tees $21.60 
ORR Aa Ia Le ae a OE AOE | 
_ — 7 a Ss TE OF NE » 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OE) STATE 
CERTIFICAZE OF TmaunT ION le, GPRTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Toei ts whom these presents may come, | "“oumene whom these presents may come, 

freeting: | b 3 | 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, he aie coe Bat ceo ved be | satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed: | ane: fas ‘Ge a “a record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof by th o her c vluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | p71) ne "a nimoug consent of all the stock: | 
holders, deposited in my office that ders. deposited in my office that 
x — RT CORPOR co., 





ATION G REALTY 





wilose 








(G r 
being the agent the rein and in charge thereof, | 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General Revised Statutes 
of New Poin preli minary to the iesuing 
of this ate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
fy that the said Hheceteornigiey did, on the 
Fifth jay of De r 1961, file i 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 


belng the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom procese may be served). 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certlicate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


of 





Fi i mber 1961, 


my office a duly onnetnd and attested consent | 


file 




















being the agent therein and ne charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this rtificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


| a re 

| nerfed the avent therein and in charge Po 

| 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby | 

| 

| 

| 

| 


upon whom procese may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jerser, Do Hereby 


Certify that the said voces did, on the 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


| Fifth day of December, 1961, file ir 
my office a duly mena and athe d oo Fifth das -cember, 1961, file i 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | my omce aul: 5 executed and attested consent 
poration, executed by all the stockholder® | 11° writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
thereof, which said cousent and the record poration, executed by all the stockholders 
ef the pro oe a go on file | thereof, which aid counent and the record 
in my a office as provic y a ! oce ng i c 
 Seons Weremor. 3} \. Or Secciee se 


by la 
set my hand and af- IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 






























bas 





cor: | 


—— that the said corporation did, on the 


LATE OF NEW tee 

DEP ARTMENT OF STA 
en ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting: 

WHDREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
bs duly authenticated record of the proceed- 

| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
| holders, deposited in my office that 
| KUNEPES CORP. 
| a corporation of this State, whose 
office is situated at No. 21 Hyatt 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State New Jersey (Mack Sepenuk 
being the agent Sans and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process ay be served). has 
| complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
| of New Jersey. preliminary to the {iesuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 

| First day of December, 1961, file in 
| my office a duly executed and attested consent 
| in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 


principal 
Avenue, 








{a corporation 





stare OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHBEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

GUYRO CORPORATION 
of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 125 Elm Street. in 
the Town of Westtield, County of Union. 
State of New Jersey (Irvine B. Johnstone. Jr. 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom procesa may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title it. 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the ieeuing 
of this Certificate of Diseolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Fourth day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 





poration, executed by all the stockholders } 
ore cl * poration, executed by all the stockholdere 
thereof, which said cousent and the record therevf, which said consent and the record 
{ the proceedings aforesaid are now on file of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my sald office as provided by law. . in my said office as provided by w. 
el ekg ig ag IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 3 
| beta hed pte have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Treuton fixed mv official seal. at Trenton 
| this First day of December, A.D., saa F . 
| (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and | this Fourth day of December. A.D., 
} sixty-one | (Seal) one thousand nine bundred and 
| EDWAR D J. PATTEN, sixty-one. ary 
Necretary of State. | EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
| L.J.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 | Secretary “) State. 
I Dec. 14, 21, $21.60 
| 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ama Gr TeGnuLareeaet DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Foon Se SORGHEYEREEE BYERERER: CBR CONN To. all to whom these presenta may come, 
Jreetin 


ng: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





| holders, deposited in my office that 
} AIR COURT, INC. 
| @ corporation of this State, whose principal | 





fice is situated at No. Cornelia Street, in the 
Sorouch of Es Rutherford, County of Ber- 
} gen, State of New Jersey (John H. Trickay 





| being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
| complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
| of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 
of OW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
suurth day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid a ll on file 
in my said office as provided la 
IN TESTIMONY WHE REOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Fourth day of December, A.D 
one thousand nine hundred = and 
| sixty-one 
| EDWARD J. PATTEN 
| Secretary of State. 


De 








OF NEW JERSEY 

OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
come, 


| STATE 

| DEPARTMENT 

CERTIFICATE OF 

To all to whom these presents may 
| Greeting: 

| WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 

ny duir authenticated record of the proceed 


| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
| hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 


COo.. 


INC 


SONBEN 


REALTY 





State of New Jer 
being the agent therein and in charge tuereot 
upon: whom procesé may be serv har 
complied with the requirements of Titie 14. 
Corporations. General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey. oreliminary to the Issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary o 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 





’ 


















Seventh day of December, 1961, file 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
| poration, executed by ail the stockholder> 
| thereof, which sald couseut and the record 
| of the proceedings aforesaid are now en file 
in my said office as i law 
IN TESTIMONY 
i have hereto set 
fired mv official 
| (Seal) 
| 
L.J.—D 


ESSE oe CcoU NTY Y , COURT 
NC 


DLO KE" 

iu GME: NT 
| IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF GEORGE KING HALICKMAN 
FOR LEAVE TO ASSUME THE NAME OF 
GEORGE K. WELLINGTON, 


app 





King Ha 
this Cour 
igment autho 
George K. Well 


the court that 





George 
eation t 
| for a ju 
{| name of 


ng to 


1 having made 
led 












ADIT DGE D that 
! id 


{of State mpm 1an te the provisions 


rules of court in such case 








made a ia prov ided 
s/ ROGER M. YANCEY 
IL6 
Motion of CLIVE 8S. ¢ Ul MMIS 
23 F ilt t 
Newarh 
| Attorney 
Dec. 14 $8.82 | 


| U.J.- 
| 





TAKE NOTICE That the undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County Court, at the 
Court House. Newark, New Jersey, on Janu- 
ary 4. 1962 at 9:30 A.M. for a judgment 
authorizing us to assume the names Raymond 
Bornstein, Jr. and Theodore Bornstein re- 


spectively 
Raymond Baxter 
Theodore Baxter 
Infants by Natural Guardian 
Raymond Bornstein 
HERMAN J. ZIEGLER 
14 Halstead Street 
Past Orange. New Jersey 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
L.J.—Dec. 7. 14, 21, 28 





| 
| 


| 
| 


$11.34 | 


$21 60 | 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

BARNET REALTY 0. 
ation of this State, whose principal 
lated at No. 24 Commerce Street, 
of Newark, County of Essex, 

Jersey (Samuel J. Kaufman 







ity 
of New 


State 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 


upon whom process may served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourth of December, 1961, file tm 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
fn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
ef the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 


day 


IN 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 

this Fourth day of December. A.D., 
| (Seal) one thousand nine hindred and 
| sixty-one, 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of ate te. 
L.J.—Dee. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 


| my office a duly executed and attested consent 





STATE OF 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 


NEW_ JERSEY 
OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
ty duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

VILLAGE SHOPPE, INO. 





1 corporation of this State, whose principal 
i oy) “situated at No. 60 Park Place 
‘ity of Newark, € of Essex, 
t New Jersey (Je Ss Lieb 
being the avent therein and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom — may be served). has 
complied wi the requirements of Title 14, 
Co rporations. ” Ger ieral, of Revised Statntes 
f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certit icate of Dissolution 
NUW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of Ne w Jersey, lho Hereby 


said corporation did, on the 
1961, file in 


‘ertify that the 
Fourth 


day of December, 























| tn writing to the dissolution id cor- 
| Doration, executed by a the stockh: dere 
thereof. which said cousent atts the record 
of the proceedin aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 
have bereto_ set my hand and af- 
fixed mv officis] seal. Trenton, 
this Fourth d A.D., 
(Sea ne sand and 
sixty~ 
EDWA _ TTEN 
L.J:—Dee. 14; £21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 









| my ans a : ealy executed and attested consent 
| im writing to the dissolution of 


To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenti¢ated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


ae Res BOULEVARD CORPORATION 
2 n 





00 


; State, whose principal 
‘ 1200 et xudson Boule- 
ty, County of 

Kolehin- 








said cor 
executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which eaid consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are a oe on file 
{fo my sald = - provided by la 

LN WHER FOF. J 





TIMONY 
bave a set my hand and af- 
fixed mr official seal. at Treotes. 
! I th day Dever ar 
Sea sand nin h and 

” 
WARD J ATTEN 

’ : 

L.J.—Der $21.60 








Dated: November 10. 1961 
OF KARL OHNMAOHT. 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID 8H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Besex. 
thie day made on the syplicatwa of te 
ondersigned. Executrix of eaki deceased. 

tice ts hereby given to the erediwors of 
eald deceased to exbibit to the sobecriber 
tinder oatb or affirmation. their claims end 
jemands against the estate of sald deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecutt or 
rect yvering the same against the 

PACLINE F EB 
RICHARD OTTO, Attorney 
1351 Springfield Avenue 


Irvington 11, N. J 
L.J.—Nov. 16, 2: Dee. 7. 14 


ESTATE 











30. 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW 
DEPARTMEN 


JERSEY 
T OF STATE 


CRERTLPICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHBPRE. AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 
FEDERATED METAL INDUSTRIES. INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 9 Clinton Street, 
in the Oity of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Daniel I. Lubetkin 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 










STATE OF NEW JEKSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
0 all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHBEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 


holders, deposited in my office that 
WOODCLIFF REALTY CO., INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 
in the City of East Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Max Sherman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


589 Central Avenue, 























upon whom process may be served). has | upon whom process be served). has 
vomplied with the requirements of Title 14. | complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
‘orporations, General, 0 Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revi Statutes 
of New Jemey. preli the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesuing 
OW aiaanaen e , | of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Pree Rage a Seretary of | NOW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
te 4 * BEY, 270 FerevS tate the State of New Jersey io Hereby 
Certify that the sald corporation did. on the | Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-ninth day of November, 1961, file in| First day of December, 1961, file in 
my off 1 duly executed and att: my office a duly executed and attested consent 
n wr ¥ to the dissolution in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration vevuted by all the poration, executed by all the stockholders | 
shereul | ay thereof, which said consent and the record 
ore ire of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
sae by w in my said office as provided by law. 
Pes WHEREOF IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ! 
hand have hereto set my hand and af 
1 at Trenton fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Twenty-ninth day of November, this First day of December, A.D., 
(Seai) A.D., one aa nine hundred | (Seal) one thousand hundred and} 
and sixty~< _ xty-one 
EDWARD J. PA'TTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. Secretary of State 
L.J.—Dee, 7, 14, 21 $21.60! 1. 3.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
ata tel ll eee STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
« PATH ATE DISSOLUTION - DEPARTMENT OF STA : 
7 Fates Ghee “apenas uae cul CEKTIFICATE, UF DISSOLUTION 
( : To all to whom these presente may come, 
SARUREGAR, Sh appears to: ear eatinfaction Greeting: 
i au Ss aiaher aa tGA Wuavil ae ease! iri WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
on tor te wehuntaey alee oluti vd th ret | DS duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
Hnanimous consent of all the stock- | 2286. for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
rs, deposited in my offtce that by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
‘ : ’ holders. deposited in my office that 
LINDSLEY OORP, WYNDCREST REALTY CO., INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal |a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 20 Lindsley Avenue. 
in the Town of Irvington, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Carmen T. Manteria 
being th : in charge 








f this Certificnte of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, [, the Secretary o 
State of the of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-ninth day of November, 1961, file in 


my oftice a duly executed and attested consent 














in writing to the dissolution of said 
poration, execured by all the stockhal 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office provided by law. 
J TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-ninth day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 2 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


‘LRTIBICATE OF Dt SSOLUTION 
Wl te 


thom these nts may come 


my 








NATWALT 
a corporation of this 
office is situated 


REALTY 
State, 
at No. 


cCO., INC. 
whose principal 
589 Central Avenue. 


in the Oity of East Orange, County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Max Sherman 
ing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 





has 





whem pre 
with tl 












ad 











' ® the issu ing 
n 
the Secretary of 
. Do Hereby 
t did, on the 
Twenty-ninth day of Nove mber, 1961, file in 
my office a duly ¢ ttested consent 
in writing to t of said or- 
poration, execu stoekhalders 
thereof, which nd the record 
th ood won file 
said office t aw 
1 T WHEREOF, 


hand and 





this Twenty-ninth peng of November, 





















Seal) one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Dec. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
SI \T! OF NEW JPRSEY 
hI) "ARTMENT. OF STADE 
ah CATE OF DINSOL TLON 
7 ! to whom these resents may come 
I It apmears to my satisfaetion, 
Vv authenticaral recor f the proceed- 
“ r he lu ion therees 
the unanimous consent. of ll the stock- 
t ets, deposited in my fice that 
HERBFIELD REALTY CO., INC. 
& corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 589 Central Avenue. 
in the City of East Orange. County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Max Sherman 


being the agent therein aml? in charge thereof, 





th day of November, 










Twenty-nin 1961, file in 
my officer a duly exce u nd attested conse nt 
n wr 4 . i 
torativ 
theres recore 
of the > on file 

OF, TF 

and af- 

K Trenton 

this eedairaiedi day of November, 

(Seal) A.D., one | aaane nine hundred 

and ‘sixty-o 
EDWARD 7 “PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 





Dated: November 27, 1961 
ESTATE OF MARTEN ROEMMELE, 


deceased. 
to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of 
this day made on the application of 


PAUL M. STRACK, Attorney 
20 Olinton a1 
Newark 2, 


office is situated at No. 589 Central Avenue, 
in the City of East Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Max Sherman 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), har 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary té the issuing 
of this Certiticate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the 
First day of December, 1961, file’ in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholdere 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are got on file 
in my said office as provided by 


sald corporation did. on the | 


STATE OF NEW ee 
DEPARTMENT OF ST. 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHBPREAS, It appears to my setisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 

OXFORD REALTY OOMPANY 
of this State, whose principal 







in charge thereof, 
be served), has complied with 
of Title 14, Corporations, 
sed Statutes of New Jersey, 
the issuing of this Certificate 


upon whom 





I solution, 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
tate of State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ion did, on the 
Yovember, 1961, file in 





my office 2 a duly executed and attested consent 
| tn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid ate go on file 
in my —_ office as provided by 

IN TESTI MONY WHE REOF, J 

have hereto set my hand and af- 











| fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
| this |} rte h day of November. 

Seal) A.D e susan? nine hundred 
| and sixty-one 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 

L.J Dec. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CHRTIPICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| Fo all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It arpears to my satisf: 

















by duly authenticated record of the pr 3 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
®y the unanimous consent of ail the stock- 
bolders, deposited In my office that 

NATCO EQUIPMENT - SHREWSBURY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
»ffice is situated ¢ ). Park Shopping 
Center Office ng. in the City of 
Metuct ‘ f Middlesex, State of 
New Jersey ) Wei onan being the agent 
therein and in charge thereof. upon whom 
process may be se 1as complied with 
the requirements of Title 14, Corporations, 





G tevised St atu tes of New 


to the issuing of this Certific 





ieral, of 
prelim 
of Dis 

NOW. 





lu tic 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 








| State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
, fy that the said corporation did, on the 
| Fourteenth 1961, file in 





day of November, 







Office a duly execn ane 








Greetin: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 





ma. 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
General. of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First day of December, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 


{n writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
jn my said office as provided 
IN 


by la 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J 





WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 


this day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said eased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
JOSEPH CARRINO 

CLARA FROSCHAUER 
W. EUGENE SAN FILIPPO, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 


L.J. —Nov. 16, 30, Dec. 7, 14 





ATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
bs duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

SHARLENE REALTY ©0O. INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | 
office is situated at No. 589 Central Avenue. 
in the City of East Orange. County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Max Sherman 


being the axent therein and »: charge thereof, 


upon whom process may served). bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey, prel ry to the issuing 

of this Certificate of Dissolution 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
ot e of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


State the Stat 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-second day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
pora executed stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid = oy en file 
in my said office as ee la 

IN TESTIMONY WHERFOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


this Twenty-cecond day of November, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 


(Seal) 





Jd. 
L.J.—Dec. ?: 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4 


holdera, deposited in my office that 
DUNHAP REALTY CO., INC. 
a corporatic m of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 589 Central Avenue, 
in the City of Fast Orange, County of Essex, | 
State of New Jersey (Max Sherman | 
being the agent therein and in charge tlereof, 
upon whom process served), has 





have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 

this First day of December, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred = and | 
s&ixty-one } 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, H 

Secretary of State. 

4.J3.—Dec. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
ted: November 9. 1961 

ESTATE OF EVA ™ CARRINO, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- hand and. af 
fixed my oflicial seal. at Trenton, l at) “Trenton 
this First day of December, A.D., this Fourteenth day of November. 

(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and| (Seal) A.D one thousand nine hundred 
sixty-one. and sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Dee. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 | L.J.—Dee. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW _ JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
0 all to whom these presents may come, | To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 











L.J.—Nov. 30, Dee. 7. 14 $21.60 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 





















SOUTH SUMMIT R BAL TY COMPANY 
a corporat of this State i 
office is situated at No. s 
. Office Bu lilding, it 
ig the agent 
1 upon whom 
may be complied with 
uirements of . Corporations, 
of Revised | of New Jersey, 





ay ~ the 


THE REFORE, I, the 
New Jersey, Do Hereby 
corporation did, on the 
of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


this Certificate 





Fourteenth 








this Fourteenth day of November. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousat id nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dee. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ali to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


To 


by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the 


unanimous consent of all the stock- 
in my office that 
EATION CENTER 
this State, whose principal 
No. Menlo Park Shopping 
Office Bi i in the at of 
‘n, County of Middlesex, State of 
y (Joseph Weisman being the agent 
in charge thereof. upon whom 
may be served). has complied with 
sments of Title 14, Corporations, 
. of Revised Statutes of New Jersey, 
ry to the issuing of this Certificate 


ution, 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said ¢ wrporation did, on the 

urteenth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
tn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedinxs aforesaid are —, on file 
in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, ’ 
hand and af 


holders, deposited 


CRANFORD RBECR 
a corporation of 
office 


is situated at 








Kn 











bave hereto set my 


fixed my official seal. at Treuton 
this Fourteenth day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dee. 7, . 21 $21.60 





Dated: November 8. 1961 
ESTATE OF MOTT ©. PETERS, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID Wd. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned. Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said 
within six months from thie date, or they 
will be forever a, —_ prosecuting or 
recovering the same inet the subscriber. 
STANLEY L. “GEDNET, JR. 
ae o GEDNEY, JR., Attorney 


a corporation : : a 
ff 7 . = - a corpo ic of eater yhose incip 
Al pg A ong — = in the City of East Orange, County of Esser. 
ad ey ata ety ae OF! State of New Jersey (Charles B. Clancy, Jr. 
(Joseph Weisman being the agent 


Secretary of | 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
bg yh OF DISSOLUTION 
To al whom these presente may come, 
Guatian: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 

halders, deposited in my that 
JORz ALEMON ESTATES 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process ay be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
First day of Dece 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration. executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 


mber, 











in my said office - a erocrtet by 
IN TEST NY WHEREOF, I 
have ecm gg rm my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this First day A.D., 

Seal) one thousand and 
sixty- 

EDW An D J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L. J.—Dee. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

eS aes OF DISSOLUTION 

To to whom these presents may come, 

euusine: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the nnanimoue consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

GARDEN STATE FINISHING CO. 

a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 422 - 38th Street. 
in the C ity of Union City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Samuel Harber 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon: whom process m be served). an 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-second day of November, 1961. file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couseut and the record 
of the ot ye ogy a ag on file 

id office as prov 
= "ON TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1} 
set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-second day of November, 
A.D.. Sangh Deca nine hundred 
and ‘sixty 
EDW ‘ARD A “PATTEN : 


have hereto 


(Seal) 





AME E CHANGE 
TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County Court, Law Divi- 
sion, Court House, Newark, New Jersey 
on Thursday, December 21, 1961, at 9:30 
o'clock in the forenoon for a judgment to 
assume the names of Fred Nichols and 
| Stephie Nichols. 
FRED NICOLACOPULOS and 
STEPHIE NICOLACOPULOS 
MICHAEL J. KOSLOSKI 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
835 Eighteenth Avenue, 
Irvington, New Jersey 


Dated: November 8, 1961 
L.J.—Nov. 23, 30, Dee. 7, 14 $12.60 





MASTER’S SALE 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. M458-61 

By virtue of an order of the Superior Court, 
Chancery Division, made on October 27, 1961, 
| in an action pending therein wherein Vivian 
Goode is plaintiff and James E. Goode is 
| defendant. the subscriber as Master of this 
} Court will on December 27, 1961. at 2 
| o'clock in the afternoon, cause to be sold 
} at public vendue at 215 Jelliff Avenue, 
| Newark, New Jersey, all of the right. title, 
d interest of Vivian Goode and James E. 
ode to all of the following described tract 
of land situated in the City of Newark, Essex 
County, New Jersey, more particularly de- 


| 
| seri bed follows 
| 












BEGINNING in the westerly line of Jelliff 


Avenue at a point therein distant 275.21 


South of the southerly line of Madison Ave- 
nue; ae 

1) North 67 degrees 5 minutes West 62 
feet ther ace 

(2) South 23 degrees 30 minutes West 
1.69 feet; thence 

(3) North 68 degrees 31 minutes West 

.71 feet t: thence 

4) South 18 degrees 15 minutes West 
13.38 fee aan 





(5) South 66 de minutes East 94.83 
feet to the said Westerly line of Jelliff 
Avenue and thence 

(6) Along said 
Avenue North 23 





Westerly line of Jelliff 
degrees 30 minutes East 
16.87 feet to the point or place of beginning 

Said description is taken from a survey 
made by Theodore R. Freund, Surveyor, Sep- 
tember 18, 1949 

Together with an easement to use the 
southerly wall of the building now standing 
upon the premises ad jc ning on the North 
and comonly known as No. 213 Jelliff Avenue 
for the support of the frame building upon the 
above Tibed premises so long as said 








des r 
frame dwelling shall stand thereon. 

Being commonly known as No. 215 Jelliff 
Avenue, Newark, New Jersey. 

Such lands will be sold subject to a mort- 
gage for $4700 00 upon which there is now 
due approximately the sum of $2371.67 for 
principal, interest, and taxes. And subject 
to a mortgage on the interest of Vivian Goode 
overing this property and the property de 
scribed below for $1200.00 which sum is 
dune thereon with interest at 6% from Nov- 
ember 1, 1961. 

Immediately thereafter I shall cause to be 
sold at public vendue at 25 Hitchcock Place, 
Montclair, New Jersey all of the right. title, 
and interest of Vivian Goode and James 
Goode to all of the following described tract 
of land situated in the City of Montclair, 
Essex County, New Jersey, more particularly 
described as follows: 

Lot 90 in Block A, 
entitled ‘Subdivision 1957 Tax Map No. 60, 
Block A. lots 15, 81-93 inclusive, parts of 
lots 20, 22. 29. 94, and 95, Montclair, Hitch- 








as shown on a map 


cock Place, Highland Company, 79 Lincoln 
Park, Newark, New Jersey’, dated May, 
1957, surveyed by Farro Bros., Engineers 
and Surveyors, Cedar Grove, New Jersey, 


which map was filed in the Essex County 
Registrar’s Office on July 30, 1957 as case 
No. 2312 of Maps for said County 

Being commonly known as No. 35 Hitchcock 


Place, Montclair, New Jersey. 
Such lands will be sold subject to a 


mortgage for $12000.00 upon which there is 
now due approximately the sum of $11556.72 
for principal, interest. and taxes. And sub- 
ject to a mortgage on the interest of Vivian 
Goode covering this property and the proper- 
ty described above for $1200.00 which sum 
is due thereon with interest at 6% from 
November 1, 1961. 
Dated: November 24. 1961 
BERNARD F. KAPLAN, 
A — hd the Superior Court 


Secretary of State. | 
L.J.—Nov. 30. Dee. 7, 14 $21.60 
NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR 


ated: November 17, 1961 
ESTATE OF REGINA T. BOEGER, deceased. 


Pursuant to the order 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the —*, of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 


notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers, 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers 
CHARLES WILLIAM BOEGER 
= [aoe STATE BANE 
DARBY & McDONOUGH, Attorneys 
810 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 


L.J.—Nov. 23, 30, Dee. 7, 14, 21 





STATE OF 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 
To all to whom these presents 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactice 
by duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution there ! 
y the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


CHARAN REALTY INC. 
a corporation of this State. whose principa 


NEW JEKSEY 

OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
may come, 


office is situated at No. 9 Clinton Street 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex 
State of New Jersey (Leo D. Schwarz 


ing the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). har 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 


Corporations. General, of Hevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary té the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
tn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings gee Og A —. w on file 
in my said office as provi 
tila IN TESTIMONY WHE REOF, 1 

have hereto set my hand and atf- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 


this Twentieth day of November 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 30, Dee. 7, 14 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW _ JERSEY 


ULEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Toon Se whom these presents may come, 

reett 


mg: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
bys duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
(ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holilers, deposited In my office that 

312 SO. HARRISON ST. CORP. 

a corporation of this State, whose princtpal 
office is situated at No. 1060 Broad Street 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex 
State of New Jersey (Harry Eisenberg 
being poor agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). has 
comp! lied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary td the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lio Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twentieth day of November, 1961, file is 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
{n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said couxent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are eo on file 
in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, H 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


Twentieth day of November 
-, one thousand nine bundred 
and sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 


L.J.—Noyv. 30, Dec. 7, 14 $21.6( 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEP. TMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DJSSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
hy duly authenticated record of the vroceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

CORONET REALTY CO., INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principa 
office is situated at No. 6 Linden Avenue, in 
the Town of West Orange, County of Essex 
State of New Jersey (Saul Meltzer 
being the agent therein and in charge tliereof. 
upon: whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations. General, cf Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Ibo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirtieth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. executed by ail the stockholders 
thereof, which said couseut and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHE REOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 





this ae day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., on thousand nine hundred 
and sixt y ‘ne. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


‘0 all to w these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to = eattntectinn. 
bs duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 

the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

CARTHAGE LAND CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 125 Broad Street, 
in the City of Elizabeth, County of Union. 
State of New Jersey (William B. Kaufman 
being the agent poste gale and in charge therest. 
upon whom process served 
complied with the sequicsenents of Titi 
Corporations, General, of Revised 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
ao Pay ope g > I,_ the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certity. that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirtieth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration. exec! by all the stockbolders 
thereof, which* said consent and the record 
ef the proceedings aforesaid _ : on file 
in my naid office as provided 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. J 








J. 
L.J.—Nov. 16, 23, 30, Dec. 7, 14 


L.J.—Nov. 30, Dec. 7, 14, 21 $62.87 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Thirtieth day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty one. 
EPWARD J. PATTEN, 
eras of State. 
L.J.—Dee. 14, 2 $21.60 
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LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





pea OF NEW JERSEY 
TMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Tot to whom these presents may come, 
r : 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolutiun thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

PERTH AMBOY REALTY OOMPANY 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. Menlo Park Shopping 
Center Office uilding. in the City of 
Metuchen, County of Middlesex, State of 
New Jersey (Joseph Weisman being the azo‘ 
therein and in charge thereof. whom 
process may be served), has com 
the requirements of Title 14, 









General, of Revised Statutes of New Tersey 
preliminary to the issuing of this rtificate 
of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Sevretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-seventh day of November, 1961. file ‘7 
attested consent 
ution of sald cor 
all the stockholders 
which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my anid office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1] 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


this Twenty-seventh day 





aE 


of Novem 


(Seal) ber, A.D., one thousand nine hun- 
dred and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


Secretary of State. 


L.J.—Dec. 7, 14 $21.60 





stare a NEW JERSEY 
MENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
7. bod fei: whom these presents may come, 


WHEEEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proc 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

OLD BROOK HOMES 
&@ corporation of this 
office is situated at No. 
in the City of Elizabeth, County of Onion, 
State of New Jersey (William B. Kaufman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 

New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirtieth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the diasolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
{in my said office as provided by la 

N TBSTIMONY WHERFOF, J 
have hereto set my hand and af- 

















fixed mv official seal. at Trenton, 
this Thirtieth day of November, 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand ofl hundred 
and sixty one. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Becretary of State. 

L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21 21.69 
STATE OF NEW JERSE’ 
DEPARTMENT STA 

er ATE OF DISSO , 
‘ rhom the prese may com 












2. B. HOLDING CO 
a corporation of thi. Stat whose prin 
office is situated 1° No. 35 ‘Fait t 
the Town of Wes’ Orange. & PE. ser, 
State of New Jersey (Louis N. Reiss 
being the ag >in and rg reof 
upon whom. r rves 
complied f 14 
‘ ‘orpora tions, St 
ww J , r g 
x Ww 2} if 
State of t Ne rohy 
Certify ti t = r ~ 
1961, file in 
" ers 
5 racaed 








this meant seventh < 
bh ao ne t 1 
nd sixty-on 
DW ak D ek ATT EN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14. 21 





$21.69 








R & M INVESTMENTS, INC 

@ corporation of this State. whos 
ce is situated at No. 850 Bre 
fi tbe City of Newark. Connty 
Sto'e of New Jersey (Jobn A. 


heing the agent therein g ert 










Marzu li 





‘lwenty-seventh day of No ber, 
my office a duly executed ier attes tex 
in writing to the said r 
oration, "ute by all the t rs 

which s: oT t i 


lissolnt 





ber, 
dred and_ sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 





Dated: November 29, 1961 


ESTATE OF FRED HERRMANN 





Pursuant to the order of 
WIENER. Surrogate of the County of Easex 
this das made on the application of the 
undersigned. Executrix of said deceased. 


notice ie hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said 
within six months from this 
will be forever barred from 
recovering t same against 
JEAN H. VOORHEES 
FREDERICK W. HOCK, Attorney 
14 Prospect Place 
East Orange, N. J. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4 


date. or they 
prosecuting o7 
the suoscriber 





deceased | 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERT CATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to wh ym these presents may come, 
rreeting 
w HER RAs, Tt appears to my satisfaction, 





ted recomd of the proceed- 
dissolution thereof 
ent of all the stock- 


by duly authentic 
ings for the voluntary 
the unanimous cor 
holders, deposited in my office that 


THE SUMMIT APTS., INC. 

a@ corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 729 Raymond Com- 
merce Building, in the City of Newark, County 
of Essex, State of New Jersey (Thomas Weir 
Clohosey being the agent therein and in 

rge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
inouing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-eighth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


















poration, executed by all the stuckhalders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are ae won file 
in my said office as prov ided by 
IN TESTIMONY WREREOP I 
have he my hand and af- 
fixed on < 1 seal, at Trenton, 
this Suentr-claheh day of November. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


and "sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greetin 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
Dy duly authenticated record of e proceaed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
» unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, depusited in my office 


WHITE PACKING CO. OF NEW JERSEY, 
INC 







a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 122 Orange Street. 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State = New Supra ae R. White. Jr. 





irv of 

y Hereby 

Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-eighth day of November, 1961, file in 


my office a duly executed 


iting 
writing 


and attested consent 











1 led Dy law 
) F WHEREOF, 
have he reto set my hand and af- 
fixed my f i) Trenton 
this Twenty-ei ighth day of Nove sabe r 
(Seal) 3 D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the procesd- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

HASBROUCK REALTY CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ffice is situated at No. 1¢ i4 Williams Avenue, 
3orough of Hasbrouck Heights, County of 












, State of New Jersey (James J. Pecor 
he and in charge 

nay be served) 

lirements of Title 

Revised Statutes 

ninary to the issuing 


; tE the Secretary of 
State c the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thi tivth day of p emg 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
In writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, wh said cousent and the record 
ef the proceedings aforesaid are =, on file 
in my said office as provided by 
IN MONY WHERLOF, J 














TEST 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Thirtieth day of November. 
Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
SHERIFF'S SALE 
SU PE RIOR (CHAN) D-418 
SUPERIOR OOURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX OOUNTY 
DOCKET NO. F 4172-60. Between Robert 
Treat Savings and Loan Association. a 


corporation of New Jersey, Plaintiff. and 
Evelyn Smith, et als.. Defendants. EXECU- 
TION. For Sale of Mortgazged Premises. 
By virtue of the above stated writ of 
Ex: scution, to me directed, I shall expose 


for sale by Public Vendue, in Room 506, 
Hall of Records (Board Meeting Room). 
in Newark, on Tuesday. the 26th day of 





December, next, at 1:30 P.M. (Prevailing 
Time), all that certain tract or parcel of 
land and premises hereinafter particularly 
described. situate, lying and being in the 
City of Newark, Essex County. New Jersey: 


BEGINNING in the Northerly 
Wright Street at a point 125 feet Westerly 
the Westerly line of Pensylvania 
; thence running Northerly parallel 
said Avenne, 100 feet: thence Weat- 
parallel with Wright Street. 25 feet: 
thence Southerly parallel with the first line. 
100 feet to Wright Street; thence Easterly 
feet to the place of 


line of 





along same. 25 
BEGINNING. 
Being 


Evelrn 


the 
Smith 


same premises conveyed to 
unmarried, by deed of 8.8 
. & corporation of New Jersey. 
date herewith and to be 
Itaneously herewith, this being 
oney mortga given to secure 
consideration for said convey- 









known and designated as #98 Wright 
. Newark. New Jersey. 

The approximate amount of the Judgment 
to be satisfied by said sale is the sum of 
Five Thousand Seventy-nine Dollars and 
| Seven Cents ($5.079.07), together with the 
\« sts 

















of this sal ° 
| Newark November 20, 1961 
| JOHN A. “PAOT ERCIO,. Acting Sheriff 
Devin and Devin, Attorner 
L.J.—Nov. 30. Dee. 7, 14, 21 $34.65 
Take notice that on Thursday, December 
21, 1961, at 30 in the forenoon, we, Arnold 
| Zabusky and Elaine Zabusky, his wife, shall 
|apply to the Bergen County Court, Court 
| House, Hack sack. New Jersey, for a Judg- 





ment auth¢ 4 to assume the names. 
Zabusky Braun and Kapple Elaine 
respectively. 

| Arnold Zabusky 

Pro 1e Zabusky 





| Bernard L. 
| Attorney See Pinintiffe 

45 Church Street 

Paterson 1. New Jerse 

1 L.J.—Nov. 23, 30, ‘Dee. 7. 14 


$10.71 








STATE OF NEW aEnagy 
DEPARTMENT OF ‘ATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution Pthereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


RUTAN ESTATES, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 589 Central Avenue, 
in the C ty of East Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Max Sherman 
being the agent therein and in charge + gag ms 
upon whom process may served). 
complied with the requirements of Titie it, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of. New Jersey. a to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-first day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are is on file 
in my said office as provided by 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Twenty-first day of November, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one 
EDWARD J. "PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 30, Dee. 7. 14 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEP ARTMENT OF STA’ 
CERTIvIO ATE OF DISSOLUTION 

o all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary diesolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
ATKINS DRESS SHOP INOORPORATED 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 790 Broad Street. 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Louis Kraemer 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of vised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Diseolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-second day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 





















have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Twenty-second day of November. 
(Seal) A.D me thousand nine hundred 
and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Nov. 30, Dee. 7, 14 $21.60 
ATE OF NEW _ JERSEY 
DEP ARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
ty duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ings for t v tary dissolution thereof 
by the us onsent of all the stock- 
holders ene in my office that 
DAHAR BALTY CO.. INC. 
-orporation this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 11 Commerce Street. 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Jacob Green 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary tod the issuing 


of this Certificate of Dissolution. 





NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. liu Hereby 
Certify that said corporation did, on the 





Twenty-second day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in ow ng lisselution of said cor- 
by all the stockholder» 
usent and the record 























f the 1TUC ee vs aforesaid are now on file 
my said office as provided by law. 
IN I TIMONY WHEREOF. 1 
hav o set my hand and af 
fixed mr official seal. at Trenton 
I ty-second day of November, 
thousand nine hundred 
J. PATTEN, 
of State. 
7. 14 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW _ JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the nnanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders. 


deposited in my office that 
. RE AL = Ben 





principal 
Shoppi zr 
City 


State of 
n the agent 
t ereof. upon whom 
), has complied with 
le 4 Corporations, 
>s of New Jersey, 
of this Certificate 












I, the Secretary of 
New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ion did, on the 
r y n 1961, file in 
my office a dul y executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} 






ber, 








have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this T € day of Novem- 
(Sea’) A.D isand nine hun- 
and sixty-one 
E D J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of Stute. 
L.J.—Dee. 7 i 2 $21.60 
Dated: November 13, 1961 
ESTATE OF ANNA CAPRIO, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID H 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 


demands against the estate of sald deceased 

within six months from this date. or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber. 
OLINDO DEL GUE 

JOSEPH A. ROTONDA, Attorney 

115 Bloomfield Avetue 

Newark, N 


N. J 
L.J.—Nov. 23, 30, Dee. 7, 14, 21 





STATE ms NEW_ JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
~~vERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHDPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

NATCO EQUIPMENT - TOTOWA 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. Menlo Park Shopping 
Center Office Building. in the City of 
Metuchen, County of Middlesex, State of 
New Jersey (Joseph Weisman being the agent 
therein and in charge thereof. upon whom 
process may be served), has complied with 
the requirements of Title 14, Corporations, 
General, of Revised Statutes of New Jersey, 
preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate 
of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-seventh day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
tn writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings SE — on file 

id office as prov y law. 
a mrs TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
my official seal. at Trenton. 


this Twenty-seventh day of Novem- 
ber, A.D., one thousand nine hun- 
dred and sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW er 
DEPARTMENT OF ST. 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Foot | to whom these presenta may come, 
reeti: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
bs duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


“PAUL'S LAUNDERAMA, INC.”’ 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1415 Wood Avenue, 
in the Town of Roselle, County of Union. 
State of vew Jersey (Louis Paul 
being por agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon wh process may be served), has 
complied ‘with. t the requirements of Titie 14, 
Corporations. General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 
Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Third day of November, 1961, file in 
ms office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, wh eaid couxent and the record 
uf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in ms said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 
this Third day of November, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
rer j State. 
L.J.—Deec. 7, $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof. 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

PICKENS DISTRIBUTORS, INC. 
corporation of this State, whose principal 
fice 18 situated at No. 1000 Springfield Ave- 
in the Town of Irvington, County of 
Esse ‘x, State of New Jersey (Matthew Krafte 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may served). har 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General. of Revi Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary té the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirtieth day of November, 1961, file 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said cousent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
jn my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1] 
hereto set my hand and af- 
mv official seal. at Trenton. 
this ‘thirtieth day of November 
A.D one thousand nine hundre? 

ani sixty-one. 

EDWARD J. rPATTEN 

Secretary of State 
L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21 





have 
fixed 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


by duly authenticated record of the pruceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
ly the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

ECCE CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principai 


office is situated at No. 6 South Orange Avenue 
in the City cf sonth Orange, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Frederic C. R:tge 





being the agent therein and in charge Par 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution. 

. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
Btate the State of New Jersey, llo Hereby 
Certify that the aaid corporation did, on the 
First day of December, 1961, fi> in 


my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings Pg said are now on file 
in my said offive provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 








have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal. at Treuton. 
this First day of December, 
seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
I. J.—Dee. 7, 14, 21 $21.64 
Dated: } ember 28, 1961 
ESTATE OF ARTHU R Y. MEFKER, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID dH. 


WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned. Executor of «aid deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the 
said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
ander oath or affirmation, their claims 

Jemands against the estate of aaid deceased 
within six months from this date. or they 


will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber 
THE BANK OF NEW YORK 

McCARTER & ENGLISH, Attorneys 

11 Commere eStreet 

Newark 2, N. J. 

L.J.—Dec. 7, 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DIJSSOLUTION 
Foe & whom these presents may come, 

ré : 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
hy duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous conseat of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my that 

NATOO EQUIPMENT - SUMMIT 
a corporation of this State, whose princtpal 
office is situated at No. Menlo Park Shopping 
Center Office Building, in the City of 
Metuchen, County of Middlesex, State of 
New Jersey (Joseph Weisman being the agent 
therein and in charge thereof. upon whom 
process may be served), has complied with 
the requirements of Title 14, Corporations, 
General, of Revised Statutes of New Jersey, 
preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate 
of Dissolution 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fourteenth day of November. 1961. file in 

my office a duly ted ttested consent 
= writing to the dissolution of said cor 
b stockholders 





in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, J 
have hereto set my hand a af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 


this Fourteenth day of November. 
A.D., one amma mine hundred 
and six ty-on 

EDWARD 7, “PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dee. 7, 14, 21 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW _ JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ali the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

NATCO EQUIPMENT - RAHWAY 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. Menlo Park Shopping 
Center Office Building, in the Oity of 
Metuchen, County of Middlesex, State of 
New Jersey (Joseph Weisman being the agent 
therein and in charge thereof, upon whom 
process may be served), has complied with 
the requirements of Title 14, Corporations, 
General, of Revised Statutes of New Jersey, 
preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate 
of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said-corporation did, on the 
Twenty-seventh day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholdere 
thereof. which sald consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are — on file 
in my said office as provided by 

IN TESTIMONY WHE REOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton, 


this Twenty-seventh day of Novem- 
ber, A.D., one thousand nine hun- 
dred and ‘sixty-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary 4 State. 
L.J.—Dee. 7, 14, 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JPRSE Y 
DEPARTMENT OF STAI 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLT TON 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting 
WHER 








It appears to my satisfaction, 








by duly authe nticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my offive that 

GATES BUILDING COMPANY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 79 Lincoln Park, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Norman Kruvant 
Deirg ithe agent therein charge the rect 
, whom Process ii . a 
lied with the requ 












tions General, 
Jersey prelim 
‘ertificate of Dissolution 
REFORI I, the Seeretary ? 
of Ne ~w Jersey, De 


ration did, on the 





> Said COrpe 

iiwronty-eiaitti day of November, 1961, file in 

my office a duly executed iM) attestid conse 
t 4 solnut n © rid 












aforesaid are 





provided by law 
TIMONY WHEREOF 
seal. at Trente 


this Twenty-eighth day of November, 


(Seal) A.D., one a nine hundred 
and sixty-o 
EDWARD = “PATTEN, 
Secretary a State. 

L.J.—Dec. 7, 14 $21.60 





OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHBREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ali the etock- 
holdera, deposited in my office that 

BERNARD'S INC. 

a corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 530 Main Street. in 
the City of East Orange, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Bernard Weinberger 
being the agent therein and in charge a? 
upon whom process may be served). 
complied with the requirements of Title it, 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the fesuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirtieth day of November, 1961, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all stockholdere 
thereof. w said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are _ on file 
in my eaid office as provided by la 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Thirtieth day of November 
(Seal) A.D one thousand nine hundred 
and sixt y-one. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dee. 7, 14, 21 £21.60 


STATE 


he 
the 





Dated: November 28, 
ESTATE OF SAM LUCKS, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made on the application of the 
undersigned. Executrix of sa‘d deceased. 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
Tecovering the seme against subscriber 
IRENE LU 
Attorney 


1961 





RENJAMIN COF, 
24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
L.J.- 


Dec. 7, 14, 21, 28, Jan. 4 
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New Income Tax Forms For 1961 





In an effort to improve indi- 
vidual income tax returns and 
make the instructions more 
meaningful, U. S. Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue Mortimer M. 
Caplin announced today that in- 
dividual taxpayers who are re- 
quested to file 1961 Federal in- 
come tax returns will have two 
forms to choose from instead of 
three. 

In his announcement, Mr. 
Caplin unveiled the new two- 
page Form 1040 which combines 
features of the first two pages 
of the 1960 Form 1040 and the 
discontinued Form 1040W. 


Page one of the new Form 1040 
provides space for listing the 
sources of income, the computa- 
tion of tax by either the Optional 
Tax Table or the Tax Table 
Schedule, a listing of tax pay- 
ments and credits and a compu- 
tation of tax due or refund. Page 
two provides a schedule for list- 
ing exemptions and _ various 
schedules for itemizing deduc- 
tions. 

Schedules for reporting vari- 
ous types of income which here- 
tofore appeared on page 3 and 4 
of the Form 1040 will be con- 
tained in a separate Schedule B 
for 1961. Therefore, this schedule 
and other schedules need only 
be completed and attached to the 
Form 1040 by the small percent- 
age of taxpayers whose income 
consists of income other than 
salaries and wages or receives 
dividends and interest in excess 
of $200. 

Mr. Caplin said that over 61 
million packages for delivery to 








. | 
Assignment Order | 
SUPREME COURT OF 


individual taxpayers will be 
placed in the mails late in De- NEW JERSEY 
cember. ORDERED that, in addition to| 


Federal income tax forms for! their regular assignments, the 
the preparation of 1961 returns| following judges are temporarily 
will be available about December | 2Ssigned as indicated below: 

15 at all district offices in reason-| Week of January 1, 1962, except 
able quantities to accountants,| Monday and Friday 
attorneys and other professional| Judge Louis L. Goldman to the 


personnel who need advance Hudson County Court; 
copies. Judge Saul N. Schechter to the 


Middlesex County Court. 
Week of January 8, 1962, except | $06 
Friday 

| Judge Louis L. Goldman to the 

Hudson County Court; 

poscacinscte Judge Saul N. Schechter to the 

The Fall meeting of the Yale| Middlesex County Court. 

Law School Association of New! Week of January 15, 1962 

Jersey was held on Wednesday,| Judge R. Cooper Brown to the 
December 6th, in Newark. The Hudson County Court, except 
principal speaker was Vincent P. | Friday; 

Biunno, Esq., who is a member| Judge Alvin R. Featherer to the 
of the American Bar Association | Hudson County Court; 
Special Committee on Electronic | Judge Leon Gerofsky to the 
Data Retrieval. Mr. Biunno)} Middlesex County Court, ex- 
discussed the present and future | cept Friday. 

application of electronic data! Week of January 22, 1962, except 
processing to the time consum-| Friday 

ing and frequently tedious tasks Judge R. Cooper Brown to the 
of the legal researcher. He ex- Hudson County Court; 
plained the present steps being Judge Alvin R. Featherer to 
taken in Pennsylvania, where the the Hudson County Court; 
statutes are being programmed} Judge Leon Gerofsky to the 
into a computer, and in New Middlesex County Court. 
Jersey, where similar steps are| Week of January 29, 1962 

being taken with respect to the Judge George B. Francis to the 
court rules. Hudson County Court; 

Judge Charles A. Rizzi to the 
Hudson County District 
Court, except Friday; 

Judge Saul N. Schechter to the 
Middlesex County Court, ex- 
cept Friday. 

Week of February 5, 1962, 
Friday 


Yale Law Alumni Hear 
Talks On Electronic 
Research 


Two members of the Yale Law 
School Faculty were also pres- 
ent at the meeting. Mr. Robert 
I. Stevenson, new Director of 
Alumni Relations, brought with 
him Miss Mary Ellen Caldwell, a 


Research Associate and lecturer. except 





manshiP 


Reduces 





The Approved, Compact All-State 


NICORP 


Self-Centained 
COMPLETE 1 BOOK 
3 


Judge George B. Francis to the 
Hudson County Court; 

Judge Charles A. Rizzi to the 
Hudson County District 
Court; 

Judge Saul N. Schechter to the 
Middlesex County Court. 

/s/ Joseph Weintraub 






























including 
FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 









668, 152C€, | 
327C, (3888, | 





e 
Bankruptcies 
Bankruptcies before Referees Lipkin. Tallyn | 
and mishbere | 


























































. Paterson: 
$6,250; solr. | 
| 
DOLI ING Market | 
St.. Pass assets 
$2.05 58° sol 2-6. ‘ | 
DUNBAR Re 1 Ave., 
+ rng 36.933: 
12-4. 
yet seal cal: | 
cket oF <n 
book, 3 Lesiie St., Hillside; 
orp ssets $100: solr. 
a. 3 DIFFERENT Ah ae 
adaiie duty: OUTFITS R., 711 Coral Way. | 
a! with $41,815: ——- $13,- 
inder, ' STARTING AT alli & G.; 12-8 Sac 
sno *Optiona Edgar . Elizabeth: 
“$89 : : assets $10,300; 
sbi Gold Lettering $1.00 $15.00 nar est: 12-6 
. . RE DIE oF F ER nneth William, 46 Center 
Printed Minutes $1.00 St.. Westville: XIII; solr. Robert 
E. Boakes; 12-5 
SANZARI. Philip C., 409 50 St., West New 
New ond already tn demand, the Unicorp completely integrated Dee oe, See: — oO 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many SIMS cae Ja SDaire Duke 
offices. and P ate, 249 aeereera » Ave - New| 
ark b 36 assets $152: | 
solr, Pr 3 | 
SMITH, IA ; ~— Dr., c | 
Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp = all comteate Town: ¥ Hat £19993 ees eee 
solr arsons, C k W.: 128 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same hig SOLIMANT. Gino, BS Resets Ate). “Mach 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. Brunswick ; yol.; liab. $4,050; assets $325: 
solr. Paul Z. Kamel; 12-6. 
STRANGIA, Michael A.. 51 EF Brinkerhoff 
Writ hone for all necessary data Ave., Palisades Park: vol.; liab. $3,504; 
rite or p assets $950; solr. Bernard L. Bukarest: 
e WPRSTER. Neal Robert, 113 North East 
Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) Ave. Pitman: vol. 
£500: solr yernon 
WHITESALL. Donald ville. R. 
MArket 4-5577 Seely Rd.. B : vol: liab. $5,089: 





ALL-STATE orrice surpiy co. a. Brite 


49 EDISON PLACE @ NEWARK 2, N. J. one: 








‘ts none: solr, David C. Harper: 12-5. 
WHITE SALI. Margaret C harldtte. R.D. #5 
Seely Re idgeton: vol.: liah. $5.089 


David C. Harper: 12-5. 
Ww rc “KOPF Fawant C.. 45 River Dr.. Pas- 
$3 211: assets $85¢€: solr. 
124. 








Novhan, G. & B. 
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CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





In answering any box ads, 
address answers to: 

New Jersey Law Journal 

cLA — 

240 Mulberry St., 

Newark 1, N. J. 





EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


ATTORNEY WITH ag vgn ENOW- 
ledge wanted to associate prac- 
tice. Paterson. N.J.;: MU min 


ATTORNEY; EXOELLENT OPPORTUNITY 

Minimum 5 years general 

and trial experience. Give detailed resume 
and salary requirement. OLA 292 











TAX ATTORNEY IN NEWARK REQUIRES 

assistance of young lawyer with knowledge 
ot corporate and Federal tax matters. and 
some experience in both fields. Please write 
Stating age, education, experience and com- 
pensation desired. Replies confidential. CLA 
594. 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 


ATTORNEY WANTED FOR RAPIDLY EX. 

panding Newark trial office. Specializing 
in negligence and Workmen’s Compensation, 
Write, giving resume and salary requirements, 
CLA 918. 








YOUNG ATTORNEY FOR BUSY MIDDLE. 

6ex County office with general practice 
including trial work. Some experience desir- 
able. Opportunity for permanent association. 
Submit detailed resume and salary desired 
CLA $19. 


EMPLOYMENT WANTED 


CAPABLE ATTORNEY, 8 YEARS GENERAL 
~~ seeks case or per diem work 
99. 











FULLY QUALIFIED ATTORNEY: 10 
years experience in phases litigati 
and real estate. per diem or case work 


Seeks 
in Central Jersey. CLA Poll. 


ATTORNEY—©.P.A HEAVY FEDERAL 
Tax, Estate, and Corporate experience— 
desires work in the above fields. CLA 914. 








MAN INTERESTED 
No experience neces- 
sary. Permanent full time arrangement. Pre- 
fer north Jersey resident. Send complete 
resume including salary desired. CLA 907. 


ATTORNEY, COLLECTIONS — FOR FULL 
time affiliation with a growing organiza- 
tion. Please furnish resume. OLA 909. 


ATTORNEY. YOUNG 
in negligence work. 








YOUNG ATTORNEY, PREFERABL: WITH 

some experience in trial work for a busy 
office in Essex County. Please state qualifi- 
cations, age, experience and salary desired. 
CLA 910. 


ATTORNEY WANTED FOR LEGAL DEPT. 

of large Casualty Insurance Co. Trial 
experience desirable but not essential. Contact 
Edward Milde. ORange 6-6400. 








— ARK ATTORNEY REQUIRES ATTOR- 
ey to assist in general practice. Call 
MArket 30181 for appointment. 


WANTED FOR ACTIVE 
Excellent opportunity 
Write giving resume. 





LAW CLERK 
Newark trial office. 
for permanent position. 

CLA 917. 





SEORETAR Y—EX PERIENCED—4 
$90.00 — 


LEGAL 
day week. Ten paid Holidays. 
Reply CLA 905. 


STENO-SEORETARY GENERAL LEGAL 

experience required. Busy congenial atmos- 
phere in modern air-conditioned office. 5-day 
week. Salary open. Call Mr. K. Mi 2-0895 
for appointment. 








SECRETARY—WITH LEGAL EXP ‘EEKIENCE 
—Good working conditions. salary com 
mensurate with exes ty. Call MI-2 -0906. 








ATT’Y., CAPABLE, 10 YRS. EXPERIENCE 
in gen’l. practice; available Dart time basis 
Essex, Union. CLA 915. 





— Y., TOP LAW SCHOOL, EXPERIEN(C.- 
. Seeks — time position Newark 
omen. CLA 9 





LAW SBORETARY: DESIRES POSITION 

with firm located in North West Essex 
community, Bloomfield to Livingston. ORange 
3-5325, after 6:00 p.m. 


FOR RENT 
FURNISHED LAW OFFICES (INCLUDING 


library - conference room), Ma Street 
Sayreville. Call CL 4-1533 after 5:00 P.M 











OFFICE FOR LAWYER — ATTORNEY'S 

suite, 24 Commerce Street, Newark — 
ai oo gg tioned, use of library—Call Market 
3-0181. 





OFFICE, STREET FLOOR TO SHARE WITH 
C.P.A. Bergenline Ave., West New York 
N.J. Phone Un 7-3871. 


FOR SALE 


FOR SALE 
Short sets of New Jersey Law & Equity 
Reports—47 Law, 40 Equity. 
New Jersey Equity Reporte 
New Jersey Law Reports 
New Jersey Miscellaneous Reports 
REASONABLE 


LEROY MILLAR 
Main St., Paterson, N. J. 
LAmbert 38-1803 








102 No. 








Hudson Weekly Call 


NOTE: All cases not answered at the Daily 
yal 1 be dismissed 


ver 1% 
At 




















ll cases years of age must be 
1 first. ill not be permitted 


ntil they have disposed 





Daily Call date. It will 
ly Call for that date. at 
BE ANSWERED. If 

to the attorneys for 
ays need appear 
















Ce. he date be not 
———E | tor) 1e torneys in 
th -ase shoul each th “roof the 
. | s x 
came am APEE ‘R at the “Weekly Ca 
Mercer Daily Call | to set a new —_ However, the older cases 
DAILY OALL (TRIAL LIST) | s 
Monday, Tu December 18 and 19. 1961 
SUPERIOR AND MERCER COUNTY 
CORPORATE OUTFIT GOUETS TRENTON. Node 
pee ak P Reed = cases are scheduled for eT ii lt ae ae 
at 9:30 A M e at} There will be ment con- 
date ‘ th r in oor | fer the Daily 
Cor 4061 Mercer ty Court | prepared to 
Hk N.J. Counsel are required to] « when the 
ar » Call and be ready to try their 


gotiate se peithamme ents. 





FRI DAY. Et *. 15, 1961, at 9:30 A.M. 
in JUDGE ARTASERSE’S COURT ROOM. 
oe egg 1/8/62 

> 16 23: 


8, C510, C4164, 
326, 


30, 


K NJ. 
35, 40. 62, 













TRIAL DATE e 9/62 
89. 109 NJ, (-4419, C-4427, C-+4435. C-4458, 
115, 138, 142, 143 
TRIAL eer 1/10/62 
(147, 148), (150, 151, 152), 166, (186, 187) 
190, (192, 193), 196 197. 198 NJ, 201 
ee DATE 1/11/62 
208, 213, 214, 2 
TRIAL “DATE 1 Age beg 
21. 2 226, 231. 2 24 . 267, 
. 312 
3; ‘ a < . 369, 
374, 401, 429, 433, 
TRIAL 
448, 464, 507, (523 599, 
608. 











LARGE LAW LIBRARY AND SECTIONAL 

bookcases of the late Edward Stover at 
his office No. 1 Newark St., Hoboken, N. J 
also office furniture. 


SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 


of cases in point furnished. | 
15 per point: emergency or excerpting | 
services extra. 


Sam Welss, 

380 Mt. Prospect Ave.. 
Newark, N. 

HUmboldt 2-5258 








CITATIONS 








GENEALOGY: HEIRS AND ABSENT DE- 

fendants located; affidavit of inquiry eup 
plied. Low fees. Excellent references. Fred 
B. Handlon, 243 Greylock Parkway. Bei - 
ville 9, N. J. Tel. PLymouth 9-4169. 








HANDWRITING & 

qualified examiner; 
trated. Hanna F. Sulner, 
Jackson Heights 72, N.Y.C. 


DOCUMENT EXPERT. 
expert testimony illus- 
85-30 S8lst St 
ILlinois 8-6176 





HANDWRITING EXPERT EXAMINER 

disputed documents. J. Howard Haring 
15 Park Row, New York 38, N.Y. BArclay 
7-8773. Res. Tel. Newark, N. J. HU 3-2014 





HANDWRITING EXPERT — SIGNATURES 

—Questioned documents. Illustrated Testi- 
mony. Daniel S. Anthony, 92 Mt. Vernon 
Place, Newark. N.J. Days: MI 32-6009: 
Evenings: ESsex 1-4864 





EXAMINATION OF HANDWBRITINGS. 

Karl eas ta 22 Morgan Place: 
Princeton, N.J. WA _ 4-5813. Consultant 
Security Office, Educational Testing Service 





TITLE SEARCHERS AVAILABLE TO MAKE 

searches in Union, Essex, Morris, Middlesex. 
Monmouth and Somerset Counties. COMMUN- 
ITY ABSTRACT CO., 435 West 5th Ave. 
Roselle. CH 5-0488. 








Since 1930: PERSONNEL, CREDIT 
and NEGLIGENCE REPORTS 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
WILLIAM V. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Nework 1 N. J. 

PHONE: MUrdock 39-5444 1 

















Preferred By Lawyers Over 30 Years 
For Our Unique Personal Service 


Lawyers -Clinton 
TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 


OF NEW JERSEY 
Organized by N.J. Lawyers « Operated forN.J. Lawyers 


Title Insurance Agencies In 


FREEHOLD @ MorristowN @ New BRUNSWICK 
PATERSON @ Toms RIvER @ TRENTON 


153 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST.; HACKENSACK 
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